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To the right Honourable the 


| Earl of & baftesbury, 


Lord High Chancellour, 
OF 


[ENGLAND, &c. 


SZ\Could not withourla- 
IAN juſtice,” have Dedi- 
„ | cated this Book to 
any but your Lord- 
| 2» becauſe, as there is no Per- 
fon. to- whom I am ſo much 
Wor N23 - —_— 


a 
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obliged, ſo there is no Member 
of either Houſe of PARLIA- 
MENT that hath ſo freely and 
generouſly owned the PRO T E- 
STANT INTEREST. As for 
my Obligations to your Lord- 
ſhip, becauſe they are too great 
to be. expreſs'd, it is my Duty 
to take all Occaſions of ex- 
preſſing my Thankfulneſs for 
Them, and therefore I take 
this Occaſion to proclaim m 

Thankfulneſs to the World. 
As for your Lordſhip's late 
.owning the PRO TESTANT 
IxTEREST in the Houſe of 


= P EE R 4. it was ſo eminent, 


and accompanied with ſuch 
Zeal and Courage, that (next 
under GUY and the KI NG) 


your 


| The Epiſtle Dedicatory. ''v 


your Lordſhip may deſervedly 
be ſtiled the chief Aſſerter and 
Promoter of it, and conſe- 
quently the Aſſerter and Pro- 
moter of the INTEREST of 
England. For the INTEREST 
of thePRoTESTANT RELI1- 
Glo N, and the INTEREST of 
this Kingdom, are ſo interwo- 
ven, that the Welfare or Ruin 
of Either, is the Welfare or 

Ruin of Both. Now being 
obliged by your Lordſhip, both 2? 
as an Engliſh PROTESTANT, 


and alſo more particularly in 


my private Capacity, I beſeech * 
GOD to grant that your Life 
may be long and proſperous, 
your Memory and Poſterity 
honourable, as long as the Sun 

A3 and 


vi The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
and Moon ſhall endure, and 
Your Soul and Body eternally 
| happy when Time ſhall be no 
more. To this Prayer, I ſhall 
| only add, that I am unfeign- 
—_— ; 


Myr Lo R D, | 
. Your LoxDsH1ip's, 
Moſt affectionate Honourer, 


and moſt humble Servant, 


8 4 
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THE 


E Author of this Piece 
ebe Funeral of tbe 
OPS 85 | * | | 43 
= Maſs) was one Mon- 
/ eur de Rodon, Philo- 
if; ſophy Profeſſor in the 
Royal College at Niſ- 
N mes, a City of Langue 
doc in Fance, where it was ritten. 
But as ſoon as it was Printed, it Was 
ſuppreſt by the Command of Authggly 
ty, prohibiting all Perſons to keep _ 


any of them, upon I know not what 


ſevere Penalties; and ſuch Copies as 
could be found, were publick 1 
by the Hangman, about 1660. Where» 


upon the poor Gentleman, for fear f 


being condemned to keep Company 
with his Books, was forced to fly to 
En Geneva, 4 


„rr — 
* * 9 * = 


affirm, That though many. famous ft 


ed all the Arguments made uſe of by 
and re-eſtabliſhing of her: Which he 
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* — — 
- * 
Cl 


viii I be Preface. 

Geneva, where he not long after died. h 
Theſe Severities of our Adverſaries, y, 
bring to my Remembrance what a || q 
learned and ingenious Frenchman once || 1, 
told me, viz, That this ſmall Tract In 
hath more netled their Party, than 


any one Piece that ever was extant ||, 
in France, fince the Reformation of g 


Religion there. Whether that be a A 
miſtake, I know not, but this I dare || . 


Men of that Kingdom have, in the | x 


Memory of this Age, written very || x 


ſmartly againſt the Romiſh Hereſies, , 
yet there is not one of them whoſe Þ| x 


Perſon and - Writings have had ſuch It 
hard Meaſure. - Whence it appears, 
tigt our Author (his very Enemies | 1 
being Judges) hath made good what ic 


he undertook, vis. he hath deſtroyed 
that great Diana the Maſs; and hath 
alſo, by way of Prevention, deſtroy- 


the Romiſß Doctors for the reſtoring 


0 * 
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% ; wt 7 » . l 
X — * 
* 
* % 
5 
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hath ſo well performed, that to this 
very Day, not one of them have 
dared ſo much as to attempt to revive 
her, by anſwering his Book ; ſo that 


here you may ſee her laid in her 


Grave, without hope of Reſurrecti- 
on ; and therefore the Book may very 
fitly be termed, The Funeral of the 
Maſs ; and conſequently the Fune- 
ral of Romiſb Herefies and Idola- 
tries, as the Author well obſerves. 
For the Truth is, the Maſs and the 
Romiſh Religion are almoſt converti- 
ble Terms, ſo that if the former be 
deſtroyed, the latter muſt vaniſh in- 
to its firſt Nothing ; and therefore 
our Author having deſtroyed the 
Maſs, hath deſtroyed the Thing cal- 
led Popery too. 
ſtrous Abſurdities and Blaſphemies 

which flow from this one Romiſh Doc- 
trine of the Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
they would fill whole Volumes : But 
I ſhall content my ſelf to ſay, that 
the Maſs conſiſts of more groſs and 
: abominable 


As for the mon- 


n Tt Frejace. 

.abominable - Superſtitions, PhanatiJto. 
eiſms, and Idolatries, than ever haveſtiſe 
been believed or practiſed by the moſtſþer 
ignorant Pagans, What the Tenetsſtha 
of the Romaniſts are, and what theirſki 
Practices have been in Reference tobe 
Proteſtant Magiſtrates and People, wo- 
ful and ſad Experience hath ſufficient- 
Ty taught the World. I ſhall only 
add, That they are as pernicious top 
our Bodies and Eſtates, as their he- 
retical Doctrines, and idolatrous Ser- 
vices are to our Souls. And conſe- 
quently to introduce Popery into thisſhis 
Kingdom, would be an Act as Unpo-p 
Aitick as Anti-chriſtian, as hath: been 
demonſtrated in that incomparablep 
Piece, entituled, The eſtabliſbed Re- fei 
Ligion in Oppoſition to Popery, Butgivi 
becauſe (I know not by what ſtrangeſha 
Infatuation or Enchantment, or ra- per 
ther by what wonderful Judgment of 


:GOD) this monſtrous, abſurd, andf 
deſtructive (ſhall I call it?) Religion. 
Prevails amongſt us, I thought good 
Tn | ; toll. 


- 


ti to Engliſh and Print this ſmall Trea- 
veſtiſe, as the beſt Antidote againſt Po- 
fſtÞþery (the Holy -Seripture excepted) 
ts|that ever I read; and for ought I 
irknow, it is not inferior to the 
toſbeſt of this kind, that ever was yet 
o-{Extant : To which Opinion the harſh 
it-[Uſage it hath had from our Adver- 
lyfaries, as aforeſaid, doth certainly 
topive no ſmall Teſtimony. But: F 
le- now that the Holy Scripture it ſelf 
er- Fannot profit, except GOD be plea- 
ſe- ſed to give his Bleſſing, much leſs can 
hisfhis Book; and therefore, I earneſtly 
do- peſeech him, that he would make it 
enÞroſperous and Succeſsful for the 
dlepood of Souls; and if any ſhall re- 
Le- feive Benefit by it, I deſire them to 
utfive him all the Glory, and then 1 
1geſſhall think my ſelf infinitely: recom-- 


ra-penſed for my Pains in tranſlating it. 
ind! 7 nao 
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LEt oncernin he Expoſi 1 of th 
WY Won 3 bis 1s my K 3ODr. clo 


Won ps, 

S TS Rom aniſis are wont, 
; 28 I 8 tell us, that th ele wg ele 

| SES JIESUS eee 91 ps 

* my: : ody, are, on 5 lear to 
prove the real E Preſence 
Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, 
Ea 1 5 to 4 


ne 


tub th 40 * 7 0 Ang 0d + Ag we 2 5 
erceive ſo manifeſt a.Truth. Againſt which 
Form. hs nee Hie r ſpeaks, con- 


wit] our 


2 The Funeral of the Pals, 


without doubt, ſpeak. very-obſcuroly-: But. i 
B ee t e 2 


and conſequently had meant the ſubſtantia 


ately after the pronouncing of them, and not be 
fore. On the; contrary, there was never an 


* 


of Jesvs CHRIST, T hes 2s my Body, to ſigni 


ſpoken contrary to the common Ulage of all tha, 
World, and had taken the Words otherwiidÞ; 


ſpeaking of Ixsus CHRIS r, ſaid, 7 hes 2s my 


was the Son of GOD before GOD ſaid it 


Word Tt, be a Table. Therefore it is con 


| Body in the Hoſt immediately after the pro 


Body, bad meant the real Preſence of his Bo 
dy in the Hott, (as the Romiſh Doctors aſſert 


Converſion of the Bread into his Body, he hac 


than all other Men da, which prove thus. There 
was never any Author either Sacred, or Pro 
Phang, that made uſe of ſuch Words as theſe] 
This zs-my Body, to ſigniſie the ſubſtantia 
Converſion of one Thing into Another; or tc 
ſigniſie the real Preſence of a Thing immedi 


Man that did not uſe them to ſigniſie, that thq; 
Thing was already that which it was ſaid te 


be. For Example; when GON the FA THEN 2 


Feloved SON, it is certain that IRSuS CHRI15 


And in common Uſageit is never ſaid, this 1 b 
that, except the Thing be ſo befortit is ſai? 
to be ſo. For Example; We do not fay, 7 hi 
ga Table, before that, which we mean by thi 


trary' to the eommen Stile of all Authors, 4 
well Sacred as Prophane, and contrary to thi 
common Uſage of all Men, to make theſe Word 


fie the ſubſtantial Converfion of the Bread inf 
to Chriſt's Body, and the real Preſence of hi 


nouncin 


Or, Phe Pals Dead and Buried. 3 
ouncing of them by the Prieſt, and not be- 
ore. Seeing then that Jesvs CHRIST, when 
e ſaid, This ig my Body, did not ſpeak con- 
rary to the common. Uſage of all the World, 
and did not take the Words otherwiſe than all 


had ther Men do, it neceſſarily follows that theſe 
the | ords of Jzsvs Cnaisr, T hzs 29 my Bod y, | 
511 do not ſignifie the ſubſtantial Converſion of 


he Bread into Chriſt's Body, nor the real Pre- 
ence of Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, immediately 
after the Prieſt hath pronounced them, and not 
„ Scfore. And this being ſo, the Romiſh Do- 
Nors mult ſeek: ſome other Paſſages of Scrip- 
re than this, This if my Body, ro prove 
uch a Converſion, and ſuch a Preſence; and 

ſeeing they can find none, I conclude that ſuch 
th Þ Converſion, and ſuch a Preſence, have no 


” 


1 Foundation in Horx SCRIPTURE: 
r r 
2. THAT which I have ſaid ce ncerning 
common Uſage is ſounded on this Reaſon; 222. 
Pecauſe Things muſt be, before there can be 
Eny Image, Picture, or Repreſentation of them, 
And conſequently Images are after the Things, 
Fwhereof they are Images; But Words are the 
ages of Conceptions, and Conceptions the 
Wmapges of Things: Therefore. Things are ſuch, 
before we can really conceive them to be ſuch; 
and we conceive them to be ſuch, before we 
Fan ſay they are ſuch. Therefore that which 
ford £808 CHRIST held and gave to his Diſciples, 
Gonilſ*prefied. by the Word 7/425, was his Body, be. 
id in fore he conceived that it was his Body, and 

Ihe conceived that it was his Body, beſore 
zf hi h "Ford ＋ 3 | of 4 | 

Ihe faid, 776 25 * 3 and a 


A 


* The Nanette che "= 
Iv it is not by Vertuè of thefe Words 1 
This is ny Body, that that which IESsusI 2; 
K Save to his « Diſciples, expreſſed by theſÞ to 

ord 7 his, was his Body; but rather, it id Pre 

by blechug the Bread, or NE SES? eving, that 3; 
the Bread was made 'the Hody of eker, Sac 
betauſe it was made the Sacrament of it Ja s 
Whence it follows, that theſe Words, 7 Fig z5 Ge 
y Body, muſt beexpounded thus, This Bread tx: 
'Z5 75 Body; and theſe Words, T his Bread 104 

Bons, muſt be expounded thus, 25 T 
2 4 5 the Sacrament of my Body ; whichfez 
1 pou thus. | ay. 

Arno 10 malt be expounded ac- i 
| edi to the Nature of the Thing | in queffi Bo, 
on; for Example, If 4 May, HRT at the 75 
King's Perſon: ſhould ſa oh 22 t King fan 
the 8 mult be expounded thus, T B⸗ bee 
$5 tbe g's Perſon : ; bettfe;the King' sPer- 
ſon is Meint: Blit i 4 Man coming into 4 
Painter's Shop; and polncirip at the Kite 2 Pick 
türe, !hould fay, Thzs #s rhe King, the Propb mer 
Filſon mil be} ex) 550 thus, 7 his t thel 
King's TOTS etauſe here his Picture is 


icant. Even fo tJ 5 2HRIST, dying his 11 
Hand on his Breaſt, had faid; F'hij s Fr my So. Kauf 


; y, we muſt without doubt PT Eft Fe the. 

tlie Propoſition concerning his real Body, andfy it 

not concernin the Sign or Sacrament © Ser 

itz becauſe his very Body had been thenfiy f 

4 Meine, I and not Fg Sieb or Sacrament offhes 
it: Büt J . ik 7: being about to inſtituteſudg 

Ar Barkle and t6 that End having ta benign 
Broad, bl: td it, and Weg it to 1 'rop 

| with 


1 


"Ora The Paſs Dead and Buried. Ws 


„with theſe Words, 7. ake, Eat, T his us. my 
UN Body, it is Evident that they mitt be under- 
he Rood of the Sacrament, of his Body, and the 


1s Propoſition piuſt: bee oondeAthus, This 15 
ath he. Sacrament of ny vay, a And fe the 
T, Sacrament, o, his Bod) 18 meant. And 5 

It. 
2 


ad e . 395 Jed de bees 5 
25 b 


A Þ: 25 25. n bemg expo 
"IT his is. 2 yn ben 1,8 
ch rp ade thits, 2 57% Fr bz WA 4 Fg 26. 
3 55 which I confirm thus: 
ac. IX theſe two Propoſirjong, Tig fp 
fi 7255 NV gs Z fer 916 Zeſtam knn 125 
hel 700% the Word 15 5c taken in [aſs 
ame Senſe, hes Auch 6 an ke. Never e 
2 been pro WEE! xe the fame Marks! 

Ithe One 'uþ on Une Part of the Sacrat ent! and 


cauſe of Hike Thing s, we mult give a Hke J ads: 


Be 112 1 7 e. 1 Co 18 no ag 


ken a tea and tranſub 


So auſe neither the Cup, nor that 

oodſthe Cup, i is changed into a Teſtament; neither 
anaſte it really and properly a Teßtament, bur-rhs 
 OBicrament of the new Teſhiment. Therefore 
ben n this Prop ofition likewiſe, 7575 $30 y Boty, 
© offiie YH £7: Je not sen fors Feat 44 TAR: 
tuteſubſtantlated Be 35 but for aſacramentaland 


Fe ignificative. Being Und chnſequently* as this 
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al 15 e or 3 e 7 1191 
155 © Ir „ gave his Diſciples, When 
7 44 ay, Ki dy, riot 
ho 1 er he uy. 8 det t atfo Whi L 
Tel 5 it, an betete e Jaid It. 
re 1 ave this Advantage of thoſe of the 
IRomiſb Church, that we believe the Truth 
but of theſe Words of Jz8vs ChRIST, This ig my 
bh Body, much better than they do; becauſe they 
364 believe it at one time only, 922. after he 0 
Ane 13a 
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. ; >The nee the MAL. 8 


when 
e ˖ "by 8 Lin 
MC, m | 1 5 2 We: muſt. not, ia + 
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ak e the Proſent Ten Eos 10 
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(Os We han ira Buried, 5 


—_ CHAP. 1. 


Th 2. Concerning the Expoſi 7101 of theſe Wo#ds, 


AAkrte that eateth my Fleſh; and drinketh my 
Blood, hath eternal Lite. My Fleſhi is Meat 
indeed, Sc.] 


5 GRE N this Chapter I cell as that 
Jzsvs CHRIST fpeaks of a Spiri- 
' tual eating and Htinking byFaith, 
„ and not of a Corporal eating and 
Arinking b the, outh of the Bo- 
N firſt Axe uuf Nr is this: When 
an baſs ſatisfie his Hunger, and quetict 
Mt is Thitft, he eateth and drinketh that Thi 
fo twhich he Hungers and Thirſts after; beeauf 


old ating fatisfieth Hunger, and drink in Jae 
As th Thirſt: But it is by Faith, chat te by be 
t 


eving in Ixsbs Cn 18, chat we ſacks 
off ange ddd g terich the Thir which we have 
utter Chriſt; Eb it is in the Sixth of St. n, 


„e har helieveth 75 Me 1925 never hirſt : 
Pherefore 1 ir Is by Faith, or b believing, that 
ve or and Drink J x8vs CH 18 ; and con- 
ere 5 5 ly the eating of Eri 8 Fle And 
fig 5 a his Blood is Spiritual, and not Cor- 
of Dora 
bg 2. My ſecond Agcument is this: £803 
k P ARIsT faith, He Par eateth my. Fleſh, and 
6 Irinkerh Tay Brod arh' eternal Life. And 
„ Pxcepr prove Eat the Fleſh © of de San of _ Mar, 
24 20 14D ink his Blood; ye hav? uo Life #ny 
9 obi vi. But it is f L Spiritual eating d 
drinking 


in He that Lometh to the fall never ary, aud 


— — . — 
— — 2 — E 
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drinking by Faith, that gives Life Fternalſſ-a-1 
and not the Corporal eating and drinking bye Je 


the Mouth of the Body; becauſe many Re 4 re 
probates (according to the very Doctrine off; : 1 
Rome it ſelf) do corporally Eat the Fleſh, anq ie 
Drink the Blood of Chriſt, and yet ſhall nog; 
inherit eternal Life... ohh: 7 

3. TRE third Ancument is taken fronſſiden 


St. Augnſtzne, and Cardinal Cajetan, who ex 
pound the Words of Jzsvs CHRIST ag we do 
St. Auguſtine in. Book 3. of Chriſtian Doc 
rrene ſpeaketh thus, Zo eat the Fleſhof Chri 
9 Figure, teaching us topartakeof Chriſt: 
Paſſton, aud to imprant-in our Memories wit 
Delight and. Profi t, that Chriſt was Cructh,} 
fied for ns. Card. Cajetan in his Commenta 
ry. on. St. Jahn vi. ſaith, Zo Eat the Fleſh of 
Chriſt; aud Drink his Blood, is: Faith i 

Chriſts Death; ſo that the Senſe is this, 
you uſe not the Death of the Son of Man ah" 
Meat and Drink, ye ſhall not have the Lif 
of the Spirit in ou. And having ſufficient; «7 
Ty. proved his Expoſition, he adds; To EAA 
and. Drink the Sacrament is a Thing com;;p,;; 
7797, AS well ro thoſe that eat Uiworthilca ; 
as Fothoſe that eat Morthily; but that which 
Jz8vs Carr here ſpeaks of, if not comm! 
to both; for he ſaith, he that eateth my Fleſh 
and-drinketh my Blood, hath eternal Life 
he ſaith not. he that eateth Worthily anppirf 
drienketh Worthily, but he that Eateth ail. 
Drinketh.:, Wihence it clearly appears, tha ell 

F n d ee ef ere 418 
according to the Letter, he (36 not of cath... 
ing and drinking. the Scrament of the Euchaf ref 
5 , | þ i 1 . 3 | ; 4117. PW. * 111 1 
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ia, but of eating and drinking the DE ATH 


df, Jrsus CHRIST. 


his Doctrine, we muſt conf der, wherein the 
Eife that Insvs Cukisr gives us, doth con- 
iſt; for ſeeing the Fleſh of Jzsvs Cnnrsr is 

eat to us, becauſe it gives us Life - 3 It is e- 
ident that if we know whar that Life is 


ikewiſe how IEsus Crrisr is Meat to us,and 
onſequently how we Eat HTR. But to know 
hat that Life is which Ixsvs CRRIST 
s, we muſt conſider what that Death is in 
vhich!' = 44 were involved, which' is expreſſed 
by St. Paul, Tube. ii. im theſe words; Men 
de Were Dea n Sins and Th reſpaſer, @ 5 Ih 
bath Lacke, 7s together wi; 
race ye are Javed; and conſequently 15 
Death pr which we were involved, conſiſts in 
wo Things, Firſt, in the Curſe of the Law, 
| Fhich Imports the Privation of Felicity and 
biſthe ſuffering of temporal and eternal uniſh- 
Rent for our Sins: Secondly, it conſiſts in an 
„Pabitua! Corruption, whereby Sin reigns in us; 
Had therefore i it is ſaid, 1 Z em. v. T. he Widow 
Hat lives in Pleaſure i Dead while Ee li- 
erh. Alſo Sins are called dead Works; Heb. 
x. So that the Life which Jzs8vs CnR18T 
115 purchaſed för us, conſiſts in two Things. 
„In deliverance from the Curſe of the 
LW 'by the Pardon of our Sins, as St. Paul 
ö l us, Colo. ii. GOD hath quzckned you to- 
: erber with Chr. ſt, having Jorgiven you all 
. eher, Vlottiug out the Obligation which 


WAFS 


4. Now that we may clearly een 


bich TJzsvs CRHRI8 T gives us, we muſt know 


gives 


— 
r * —— oe 
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wal againſt he; * hich © rt Noe 


ed from the Peau it 
| je Tor Fare of! it to a Curl; 2 Fe 
It conſiſt N or Sand ihcation, 
wh reof rey RIST ſpeaking in oh. iii 
| Dt By Except a Man be Bor ary Be can 
5 enter into the Kingdom 0 Gt and St 
e xii. Vit 1 Holt 10 Mas Jhallfe® 
e LORD. f here are ſe Al b 
Lite apc Ixsus CHRIerT hath Li 2 I fol} >< 
us, conſiſts in the Pardon of our Sins, andi indu WP | 
1 eneratiqn, and Sanctification, which end. n 
lorificatian 3 . and that JESS: CHRIST » oll 
15 10 ee eee mull * 
Famer: the th ce er by 2 Ok fc 


th ; purcha ed:thel e 1 
ing it is. chalets that hat his cath i is Vene i 1 
by which he hath 9 Pardon. of Singel 
and Regeneration,, we m 17805 lude, that y RE. 


SUS SUP 1ST is. the is 4 louriſhment 0 
gr for in regard o e e l. 
l . 055 Ba ul | += 
purchal ed Life 1 us, (that is, Juſtification” ' 
which, Saule in the Pardon o aur Sins, ane 
© op Sede, 10 ich conſiſts in Holineſs 0 
theſe Paſſages of Scripture 
Des. Ne 0 hikes the.Blood, 45 G wry 
| 260 regonci leu 40 G by as Death, R or 
v. He ha. NY EOS by \hi ir Blood, 1 la 
the 9 5 — hy Sint, Ephel. i. e hath 
conciled us in the Hoey "of Lis Fleſh, by, th "I 
| Death, that he may Þreſe ext US. Holy, Ut; wap 
gut s t, and blameleſs 1:his; feht. Co Colt 7 
net JUL FAY: the. fering 65 the e: 12 


rap 
Pohn 


ved the Church, and gave himſelf for it, that 
te might ſanflifie and cleanſe it with the 
waſhing of Mater, by the Word ;that he maght 
breſent tt unto himſelf a glorious Church, &c. 
Eph. 5. Therefore, ſince Ixsus Carisr hath 
purchaſed Life for us, by his Death; and that 
his Fleſh and Blood are our Meat and Drink, 
becauſe they purchaſed Life Eternal for us 
on the Croſs, Us. the remiſſion of our Sins, 
and Sanctification ending in Glorification : It 


follows that the Action whereby Jzsvs CHRIST 


is applied to us for Righteouſneſs and Sancti- 
"Bfication, is the ſame by which we Eat the Fleſh 
of Chrift, and Drink his Blood. But this Acti- 
on is nothing elſe but Faith, as the Scripture 
ells us; Being juſtified by Faith, we have 
Peace with GOD, Rom. 5. GOD Purefieth our 
Hearts Ly Faith, Acts 15. He that Belteveth, 
Bath eternal Life, Joh. 6. From what hath 
* Þeen ſaid, I form this Argument: That AQi- 


An Panctification ending in Glorification, is the 
©. Fame whereby we have that Life which 
ureIIesvs Cuklsr hath purchaſed for us by his 
ral eath ; becauſe that Life principally conſiſts 
om” the remiſſion of Sins, and Sanctificat ion, as 
ede have proved. Therefore the Spiritual 
5 rating and drinking by Faith, is the Acti- 

ikn v. ereby we have that Life, which Jzsvs 
aatsr hath purchaſed for us by his Death; 
„nd not the Corporal eating and drinking by 
% he Mouth. And conſequently fince in St. 


1 * ol * = * 
95 Pohn 6. a certain eating and drinking is 
y 2 


ſpoken 
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> fon whereby we obtain remiſſion of Sins, and 
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frovs of, whereby we have that Life which 
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sos CHRIST hath purchaſed for us by his 
Death; it is evident that a Spiritual eating 
and drinking is there ſpoken of, and not a 
Corporal. 
5. Fr oM what hath been ſaid it appears, 
that when Jzsvs CHRIST ſaith, ny Fleſh zs 
Meat indeed, &c. the Figure falls upon the 
Word [Meat] which is taken, not for a Corporal 
but a Spiritual Meat. The Reaſon whereof is, 
that Corporal Food is that which is appoint- 
ed for the Nouriſhment of the Body; as. Spi- 
ritual Food is that which is appointed for the 
Nouri ſhment of the Soul: So that though 
Corporal Food be taken by the Mouth of the 
Body, yet that only doth not make it to be Cor- 
poral Food, except it be taken for the Nou- 
riſhment of the Body; otherwiſe Poiſon, Me- 
dicine, or a Bullet, Sc. which a Man ſhould 
ſwallow, would be Corporal Food: which is 
abſurd to affirm. But the Fleſh of Chriſt, 
(which is pretended to be eaten in the Eucha- 
riſt by the Mouth of the Body) is not appoint- 
ed for the Nouriſhment of the Body; 3 
that Food which is appointed for the Nou- 
riſhment of the Body, is changed into the Sub- 
ſtance of the Body. But the Body of Chriſt 
is not changed into the Subſtance of our Bo- 
dy. Therefore the Fleſh of Chriſt is not a 
Corporal Food ; but his Fleſh broken, and 
his Blood ſhed on the Croſs, is a Spiritual 
Food, which nouriſheth the Souls of thoſe, 
who (by a true and lively Faith) do embrace 
this Fleſh broken, and this Blood ſked: That 


is, 
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is, who do wholly reſt and rely on the Merit 
of his Death and Paſſions for obtaining Mer- 
cy from GOD. And certainly, fince that the 
Life which Jxsus CRHRISTH gives us by his 
Death, is Spiritual; that the Nouriſhment is 
Spiritual; that the eating his Body, and drink- 
ing his Blood, is Spiritual; as hath been prov- 
ed: It follows, that his Fleſh muſt be Spiritual 


Meat, and his Blood muſt be Spiritual Drink. 


And this Fleſh of Chriſt is incomparably 
better, nd more truly Meat indeed, in Re- 
gard to its Effects, than Corporal Food can 
be: Becauſe it doth better and more perfect ly 
nouriſh the Souls of Believers, than Corporal 
Food doth their Bodies: This being corrupti- 
ble Food, which gives temporal Life only ; 


but that Spiritual and incorruptible Food , 


which gives Life eternal. | 

6. I concLuDE this Chapter with this Con- 
fideration: When a Doctrine is propoſed, which 
is pretended to be Divine, and that Paſſages 
of Holy Scripture are alledged for the Proof 
of it; (if it oppoſeth, or ſeems to oppoſe Senfe 
and Reaſon, and to include a Contradiction; 
and that a more ſuitable and rational Senſe 
can be found out for thoſe Paſſages, ſo that 
all theſe Inconveniences and ContradiQions 
may be avoided:) There is nothing more juſt, 
than that we ſhould embrace that probable 
and rational Senſe; and reject that Doctrine 
which oppoſeth Senſe and Reaſon, and ſeems 
to imply Contradictions : But the Doctrine of 
the real Preſence of the Manhood of Jzsvs 
CugisrT in the Hoſt, and 3 

4 — a 
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of the Bread into his Body, is repugnant to 
Senſe and Reaſon, and ſeems to 0 divers 
Contradictions; . that a Human Body is 
in a Point, without any local Extenſion: That a 
Body may be in divers Places at one and the 
fame Time: that the Bread and Wine are chang-Þ 
ed into the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which 
were before, &c. that Accidents may be without 
a Subject, Sc. and the Paſſages that are 
impertinently alledged to prove ſuch a Pre- 
ſence, and ſuch a Change, have a Senſe very 
commodious and very rational, for avoiding 
all theſe Contradictions; as appears in this 
and the former Chapter, where I have very 
rationally expounded thoſe two Paſſages which 
the Romziſh Doctors impertinently make uſe 
of for this Subject. Therefore they ought to 
embrace that commodious and rational Senſe 
which we have given them; and to reject the Bre 
Doctrine of the real Preſence of the Body offed 
Jzsvs ChHRIST in the Hoſt, and the Doctrine Sac 
of Tranſubſtantiation. 
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* n . 

is Againſt TR ANSUBSTANTITAT ION. 

it a . 9 5 RANSUBSTANTIATION is the ſub- 
they 2 41 ſtantial Converſion of the Bread 
78 and Wine into the Body and Blood 
ich 52 


of Chriſt; which L deſtroy by di- 
vers Arguments, the firſt where 
of is this. | 


re- In every ſubſtantial Converſion, that 
ery Thing into which another converted; is al- 
bi ways newly produced. For Example: When 
his 


Seed is converted into an Animal; that Ani- 
mal is newly produced. When JESUS CHRIS 
ichſ turned the Water into Wine, the Wine was 
newly produced, c. But the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt cannot be newly produced in the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt. Therefore the 
Bread and Wine are not ſubſtantially convert- 
ed into the Body and Blood of Chriſt, in the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt. The ſecond Pro- 
poſition, (v. that the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt cannot be newly produced) I prove thus. 
That which is newly produced receives a new 
Being : Becauſe to produce a Thing, and to 
give it a Being, is one and the ſame. But 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt cannot receive 
2 new Being, which I prove thus: A Man 
cannot receive that which he hath, while he 
hath it; and therefore he cannot receive a 
Being, while he. hath a.Being. For as it is 
impoſſible to take away a Being from that 
which hath no Being; ſo it is impoſſible to 
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| give a Being, to that which hath a Being al- ſai 
ready. And as you cannot kill a dead Man, :4: 
Jo you cannot give Life to one that is Living. as 
But the Body and Blood of Chriſt have, and Ze 
always will have a Being: Therefore they, ca: 
cannot receive one, and conſequently cannot be- 
produced in the Euchariſt. Fx 6 

2. Myſecond AReumenTisthis: In every 
ſubſtantial Converſion, that Thing which is 
converted into another, is deſtroyed. For Ex- 
ample; When the Water was turned into Wine, 
the Water was deſtroyed. But in the Sacra- ! 
- ment of the Euchariſt, the Bread and Wine are 
not deſtroyed by the Conſecration: Which I| 
prove thus. In the Celebration of the Eucha- 
rift, there is breaking, giving, eating and drink-| 
ing after the Conſecration, as appears by the 
very Practice of our Adverſaries, who Aber 
Conſecration) break the Hoſt, and divide it in- Cn 
to three Parts, giving nothing to the Commu- Cx; 
nicants but conſecrated Hoſts, and Eat and of . 
Drink nothing but what was conſecrated. But] 8vs 
the Scripture ſaith that, in the Celebration of did 
the Euchariſt, Bread is broken; that Bread] the 
and Wine are given; and that Bread is eaten, Ble 
and Wine drank, as appears by theſe follow-Þj it \ 
ing Paſſages. St. Paul, 1 Cor. 10. ſaith, he ma 
Bread which we brake is it not the Commu- W. 
nion of the Body of Chriſt? And in 1 Cor. xi. edt 
St. Matt. xxvi. St. Mark xiv. and St. LukeBhe 
Xxii. it is ſaid that Jeſus Chriſt took Bread, f eau 
brake it, and gave it: And in St. Mark xiv. and ſhe. 
St. Matt. xxvi. Ixsus Curr (after he had! 4 
participated of the Sacrament of the „ inte 

| aith, 
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| ſaith, Iwill drink no more of this Fruit of | 
a, the Vine. And St. Paul 1 Cor. xi. As often 
g. as ye eat this Bread and drink this Cup : 
dll Let a Man examzne himſelf, and ſo let him 
yh ear of that Bread and drink of that Cup. 
of! 3. SzconDLY, When Jzsvs CHRIS; ſaid to 
| his Diſciples, Drink ye all of this, St. Matt. 
ry xxvi. That is, Drank ye all of this Cup, either 
is he commanded to drink of a Cup of Wine, or 
of a Cup of Blood. If he commanded them 
| to drink of a Cup of Wine, then it follows, 
that they drank nothing but Wine: Becauſe it 
is certain that they obeyed Jzsvs CHRIST; 
for it is ſaid, St. Mark xiv. that they all 
| drank of zr. Or if he commmanded them 
to drink of a Cup of Blood, then it follows 

that the Wine was already changed into his 
Blood: Becauſe it is not probable that Ixsus 
CurisrT ſaid unto. them, Drink ye all of this 
Cup of Blood; and yet that it was not a Cup 
of Blood, but a Cup of Wine. But when Jz- 
sus ChRIST faid, Drink ye all of this, | he 
did not ſpeak to them of a Cup of Blood ; for 
the Wine was not then converted into Chriſt's 
Blood, becauſe (according to our Adverſaries) 
it was not changed until Jzsvs CHRISH had 
made an End of uttering theſe following 
Words, For this 2s my Blood. But he utter- 
i. Jed theſe Words, [Dr:uk ye all of this,] before 
he uttered thoſe, [ For this 2s my Blood :] be- 
\ cauſe a Man muſt utter a Propoſition before 
he can give the Reaſon of it. | 
4. TIR DL, When a Thing is converted 
into another, we cannot fee the Effects and 
| Properties 
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Properties of the 'Thing converted, but only 
of that into which it is converted. For Exam- 
ple; When the Seed is changed into an A ni- 


mal, we can ſee no more the Effects and Pro- | 


perties of the Seed, but of the Animal only. 
And when Jzsvs CHñRISIFH turned the Water in- 
to Wine, the Effects, Properties, and Acci- 
dents of the Water were no more ſeen, but 


of the Wine only, Sc. But, in the Euchariſt | 
we cannot (after the Conſecration) perceive | 


the Effects, Properties, Accidents, or Parts 
of the Body and Blood of Chriſt; but we fee 
there all the Effects, Properties, and Acci- 
dents of Bread and Wine. Therefore in the 
Euchariſt, the Bread and Wine are not con- 


verted into the Body and Blood of Chriſt. 
And the Truth is, if that which appears to 
be Bread, and has all the Effects, Acci- | 
dents, and. Properties of Bread, be not Bread, 


but Chriſt's Body cloathed with the Acci- 
dents of Bread ; . then it may likewiſe be ſaid 
that they that appear to be Men, and have 
all the Effects, ming and Accidents of 
Mien, are not Men, but Horſes cloathed with 
the Accidents of Men. OS 
J. Tux fourth ArGument is this: In every 
ſubſtantial Converſion there muſt be a Sub- 
Je& to Paſs from one Subſtance to another; 
for otherwiſe it would be a Creation, which 
is the ſole Action that doth not preſuppoſe a 
Subject. But in the Sacrament of hs Eu- 
chariſt, after the Conſecration, there is no Sub- 
ject : Becauſe, according to our Adverſaries, 
there remains no Subject. For (as they 
EE: | aſſert) 
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| afſert) the Accidents of Bread and Wine 


remain without any Subject at all. There- 


fore in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt there 


is no ſubſtantial Converſion. | 
6. Tux fifth ARGUMENT is drawn from 
hence, That Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the 
Nature of Accidents, thus: That Doctrine 
which aſſerts that Accidents are not Acci- 


| dents, but Subſtances, deſtroys the Nature and 


Eſſence of Accidents; becauſe it is impoſſi- 
ble that an Accident can be a Subſtance. 


But the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation aſ- 


ſerts that Accidents are not Accidents; but 


| Subſtances 3 which I prove thus: That Do- 
| Arine which aſſerts that Accidents are not 
inherent, but that they ſubſiſt of themſelves ; 
doth aſſert that Accidents are net Accidents, 
but that they are Subſtances : Becauſe [inhe- 


rent] is the eſſential Difference of an Accident 
and Subfiftance. But the Doctrine of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation aflerts, that Accidents are not in- 
herent, but that they ſubſiſt: Which I prove 
thus. That Doctrine which aſſerts that Ac- 
cidents may be without a Subject, doth aſſert 
that Accidents are not inherent in a Subject, 
but that they ſubſiſt by themſelves. But the 
Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation aſſerts that Ac- 
cidents may be without a Subject, 92s. the 
Accidents of Bread and Wine, without any 
Subſtance, and without any Subject to ſuſtain 
them : For by Tranſubſtantiation the Subſtance 
of the Bread and Wine is gone, and their 
Accidents remain: Therefore the Doctrine 


of 
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of Tranſubſtantiation aſſerts that Accidents 
are not inherent, but do ſubfiſt by themſelves; 
and conſequently aſſerts that Accidents are 
not Accidents, but Subſtances ; and ſo deſtroy 
the Nature and Eflence of Accidents. But 
here it may be ſaid,that actual Inherence doth 
not conſtitute an Accident, but only aptitudiſive 
nal. Againſt which I form this Argument 
Whatſoever doth. exiſt actually, either it ex 
iſts in ſomething elſe actually, ſo that it can 
not be without it, which Philoſophers call atuſ 
al Inherence, as walking: Or elſe it exiſts ir 
and by it ſelf actually, ſo that it may be alone 
by it ſelf 3 which Philoſophers term actua 
Exiſtence. The former of theſe conſtitutes anj 
Accident, and the latter Conſtitutes a Subſhaty 
Nance. But the Accidents of the Bread andMan 
Wine, after Conſecration, do exiſt actually 
Therefore they muſt exiſt either in ſomething 
elſe actually, or in themſelves actually. Bu 
they do not exiſt in and by themſelves aCtuſh 
ally; for elſe they would ſubſiſt by themſelvesfhcr, 
and be real Subſtances, which is impoſſible 
Therefore they exiſt in ſomething elſe actu 
ally, 8. in the Subſtance. of the Bread andÞ 
Wine; and conſequently the Subſtance of the 
Bread and Wine remains after the Conſecrat! 
on, and ſo there can be no Tranſubſtantiationher, 
7. THE ſixth AnGumEnrt is drawn fron 
this; that Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the Na 
ture of Sacraments : Becauſe every Sacramen 
is a viſible Sign of an inviſible Grace, as the 
Council of Trent ſaith in S. 6. and 127 


——— 
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ts Pign relates to the Thing ſignified. So that 
eswe muſt ſpeak of Signs and Sacraments, as 
ref Things relating to ſomething elſe. But 
il relative Things have, as it were, a dou- 
ble Being, vis. an abſolute Being, which is 
he natural Being of the 'Thing ; and a rela- 
ſive Being, whereby it relates to ſomething. 
elſe. For Example: In a Man that hath be- 
Þotten a Child, we conſider his abſolute and 
Patural Being as he is a Man as others are; 
ſand his relative Being, whereby he is a Fa- 
inther, and is diſtinguiſhed from other Men 
hat have no Children, and ſo are not Fa- 


Sign, 022. the Water, hath an abſolute and 
FPatural Being, 922, its cold and moiſt Sub- 
ance, whereby it is Water as other Waters 


Buifframent- of Chriſt's Blood, and differs from 
Ctuſdther Waters that are not employed for this 


uchariſt, the Bread and Wine (which are 
e Signs) have their natural and abſolute 
eing, 92S. their Subſtance, whereby they are 
Bread and Wine, as other Bread and Wine 


rat Which we commonly uſe; and their relative, 
5 acramental, and ſignificative Being, whereby 
ron 


hey are the Sacrament and Signs of the Bo- 
ly and Blood of Chriſt, and differ from all 
mecnſther Bread and Wine that is not thus employ- 
HN. To this I add, That it is impoſſible that 


ITS 


hers. So (in the Sacrament of Baptiſm) the 


— — 


Fre: And a relative, ſacramental, and ſigniſi- 
ative Being, whereby it is the Sign and Sa- 


relative Being ſhould be without an abſo- 
Yute ; becauſe a Relative cannot be without 


On res 


cred Uſe. Even ſo in the Sacrament of the 


II 
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its Foundation. 
fible to be a Father without being a Man ; 
to be equal without Quantity, Sc. And this 
being granted, I form my Argument thus: 
That which takes away the natural Being 
from Signs and Sacraments, deſtroys their 
Nature and Eflence ; becauſe the relative and 


ſacramental Being cannot be without the ab- 


ſolute and natural, as hath been proved. But 
the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys 
the natural Being of the Bread and Wine, 
which are Signs and Sacraments of Chriſt's 
Body and Blood: For by Tranſubſtantiation, 


the whole Subſtance of the Bread and Wineff 
is deſtroyed. Therefore the Doctrine of Tran-F 


ſubſtantiation deſtroys the Nature and Eſſence 
of Sacraments. 


8. To this Argument our Ad verſaries anſwer, 


That in the Euchariſt the Bread and Wine 


are not Signs; becauſe by the Conſecration E. 


they are deſtroyed as to their Subſtance. But 


ſome of them ſay that the Signs are the; · 
ne. Others ſay, ff 
that the Body and Blood of Chriſt, contained 
under the Accidents of the Bread and Wine, 


Accidents of Bread and Wine. 


are the Signs of the Body and Blood of Jx- 


sus CRHRISTH crucified. Laſtly, others ſay, 


that neither the Accidents of the Bread and 


Wine only, nor the Body and Blood of Chriſt I 


only; but the Body and Blood of Chriſt, to- 
gether with the Accidents of the Bread and 
Wine, are the Signs of the Body and Blood 
of JzsUus CnHRISTH crucified. Therefore fince 


the DoQrine of 'Tranſubſtantiation 


of 


deſtroy 


For Example: It is impoſ- f 


7 rin 
8ign 


doth not} 
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ol. Heſtroy the natural Beingof Chriſt's Body and 
a ;(Blood, nor the natural Being of the Accidents 


nisubf the Bread and Wine; they maintain that 


is: Ithe Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation doth not 
ngffleſtroy the nature and Eſſence of Sacraments. 
eirl 9. To this I reply, That neither the Ac- 
ndlidents of the Bread and Wine only, nor the 
Ab- Body and Blood of Chriſt only, nor the Bo- 
zut y and Blood of Chriſt together with the Ac- 
ysidents of the Bread and Wine, are the true 
ze, Pigns of Jzsvs ChRISH crucified; but the 
's REread and Wine only. Which I prove thus: 


on, FIA S», In Sacraments there ought to be 


nen Analogy and Similitude between the Sign, 
in- und the Thing ſignified, as our Adverſaries 
ice Fonfeſs, and particularly Card. Bellarmane; 
Book x. of the Sacrament, Chap. 9. in theſs 
er, Mords: The fourth T hing required in a Sa- 
ne brament is, That the Sign ſhould have ſome 
on HAnalogy and Similitude with the Thing ſig- 
zuted. And he quotes St. Auſtin in Epiſt. 
beſt3- to Bonzface, ſpeaking thus: If Sacra- 
ments had not ſome Similitude of the T hinge 
ed hereof they are Sacraments, they could be 
ne. Io Sacraments. But in the Sacraments of the 
E. Fuchariſt, neither the Accidents of the Bread 
y, and Wine, nor the Body and Blood of Chriſt, 
14 rhether jointly or ſeverally, have that Simi- 
iſtlitude and Analogy to the Thing ſignified, 
to- Nhich is required; but only the Bread and 
ndWine in Subſtance. Becauſe that which is 
od Principally fignified, and repreſented, by the 
ice Pigns, in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, is 
"oth ee OEM 125 ON 
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the nouriſhment of our Souls in the Hope 15 
of eternal Life. For as Baptiſm is the Sacra 
ment of our Regeneration and ſpiritual Birth, 
To the Euchariſt is the Sacrament of our ſpi-]; 
ritual Nouriſhment, as Card. Bell/armzne con- of b 
ſenteth in Book 3. of the Euchariſt, Chap. 9. 
and in Book 4. Chap. 19. he ſaith, T hat the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt was erdazned to 
preſerve ſpiritual Life, which cannot be re- 
preſented and ſignified, but by Signs which 
can nouriſh our Bodies; for the Analogy andſ re 
Similitude conſiſts in this, That as the Sign. 
have Vertue to nouriſh our Bodies for the PrefſÞ 4 
ſervation of temporal Life; ſo the Things ſig c | 
nified have a vertue to nouriſh our Souls inf def 
the Hope of eternal Life. But neither thq Z 
Accidents of the Bread and Wine, nor theſ not 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſeverally{y 
or jointly with the Accidents, can nouriſh ou 1 
Bodies, (Nouriſhment being eſſentially the the 
Converſion of Aliment into the ſubſtance off... 
a living Body:) And it is certain that nei... 
ther the Accidents of Bread and Wine, noſ que: 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſepa Tu. 
rately, or jointly with them, can be converiſ Chr 
ed into our Subſtance; but only the Sul 


Nance of the Bread and Wine, and other Ali 90 
ments which we take. Therefore neithef © 


the Accidents of the Bread and Wine, noſ cgi 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſepi of f 
rately, or jointly with them, are the truf (wh 
Signs 3 but the Bread and Wine only, whic! Yelt 
being the ordinary Nouriſhment of _— 


Or, og 4 
dies, 1 e eee 
al of our Souls, by the ſpiritual Nouriſh- 
th, of ang received by A Body and Blood 
>. 18 E. EE: . 
5 in Seſſion . Council of Trent, 
9 of the Euchariſt ſh Übe That the Sacrament 
which (accordi all be adored with Zatria, 
T4 cording to our Adverſari rid, 
7 Sovereign Worſhip d r Adverſaries) is the 
the Accidents of - 8 GOD only. But 
Inot to be adored bes 0 cad and Wine ought 
and that GOD onl e they are Creatures 
| fore the Accide y malt be adored. Th - 5 
\ >nts of the B | | » ere 
not the Sacram read and Wine are 
| f TRHIR PD. A 185 e Euchariſt. 
a iavisd 2 : ament is a vifible Si 
defines 2 1 Ft Council of Trens 
. Enchariſt the Bod : and 13. But in the 
not viſible. There and Blood of Chriſt are ; 
| Body and Blood of ©, in the Euchariſt, the 
LA 81 L. X, I fay er are not the Signs. 
val theSignrelates wihe The in every Sacrament 
e lation is always betw ing ſignified: AndRe- 
a N nothing eee 3 Things ; 
_ uen 1 Itielt, and 
pa Thin Ar can be both the Si _— 
ert ng ſigniſied. But th gn and 
ul Chriſt are the Thi e Body and Blood of 
All the Body and Bl of ſignified: Therefore 
the W. | Oy of Chriſt are not the 
N o it i 1 | FL, 
= CRRIST in ns | oſe, to ſay that Ixsus 
mn of himſelf on the Cr hr Sign and Figure 
ich . he is, ) rh = J 3 
Eeteraay, 7 and the ſame, 
— J ays 9 Day > and for ever, Heb: 17 
7 > YE Flew. _ 


pe 
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And n CnRIST not being differ 
ent from himſelf, cannot be relative to him 


ſelf, nor the Sign of himſelf. # 
_ Ornez x Reaſons, which are uſually al = 
ledged againſt Tranſubſtantiation will be more Pla 
properly mentioned in the next Chapter. en 
— bro 

9 I p1 

CHAP; Iv. riec 

Againſt the real Preſence of Chriſt's Body in its 
the Hoſt, or conſecrared Wafer. 90 
1H. 


1. XEN88QH E Romi ſh Doctors affirm that (im 
22 1 D mediately after the Prieſt, in the Ce 71 
1 1 Slebration of the Maſs, hath pre of 
Saane nounced theſe Words, T his 2s my Bod 
| | Sody.—) the Body of Chriſt is re 
ally preſent in the Hoſt ; And that it is whole 
and entire in every Part and Point of the Hoſt: 
Which Doctrine I deſtroy by theſe following 
Arguments : The firſt whereof is this. 
2. Ix a thing be created in a Place, ei 
ther it muſt, be produced there, or it mul 
come, or be brought thither from ſome othet 
Place; for it is impoſſible to find out a thirc 
Way of putting any Thing in a Place. An 
the Romzſh Doctors have hitherto been ablg: 
to. invent but one of theſe two Ways of put 
ting Chriſt's Body into the Hoſt : The Lo ; 
ius telling us that it is brought thither fr on * 
ſome other Place, and the 728 that it 11 


produced there. But the Body of Chriſt cal fe, 
ither come, nor be brought thither _ wn 
0 


2 * 
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er Host; nor can it be produced there: There- - 
*IEfore the Body of Chriſt is not in the Hoſt. 
my 3. FIRST, The Body of Chriſt cannot - 
come, or be brought into the Hoſt from any | 
other Place: Becauſe it can come from no | 
Place but Heaven, being no- where but in Hea- 

ven: But Chriſt's Body neither comes, nor is 

brought from Heaven into the Hoſt ; which - 

I prove thus. When a Body comes, or is car- 

ried from one Place to another, it muſt leave | 
) 70 its firſt Place. For Example, if a Man would : | 

oo from Paris to Rome, he muſt leave Pa- | 
rig. But the Body of IJxsus Curisr never 
n leaves Heaven; for he Heavens muſt con- 
Ceſ rain him until the time of the Reſlatutzon 
of all Things, Acts iii. Therefore Chriſt's : 
| Body neither comes, nor is brought from Hea- 
ven, into the Hoſt, Beſides, it is impoſſible - 
that Chriſt's Body ſhould come, or be brought 
into the Hoſt, without paſſing through the 
JI Space that is between Heaven and Earth, 

-— 448 the conſecrated Hoſts are. Becauſe a - 
Man cannot paſs from one extream to another, 
Jvithout paſſing through the Space that is be- 
tween them. But the Space between Earth - 
and Heaven is too vaſt to be paſſed through 
fin a Moment: (For theſe Doctors will haye 
Bit, that immediately after the pronouncing of 
theſe Words---, Thi if ny Body—, the Bo- 
dy of Chriſt is brought into the Hoſt.) More- 

] over it muſt, in a Moment, be in all the Hea- 
vens, and in all the Airs between the higheſt 
Heaven, and this Earth where the Hoſts are : - 

125 D 3 (Becaufe 
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(Becauſe a Man cannot paſs through a Place 
without being there : ) And then it woul: 
have three Sorts of Exiſtence at once; i 
one natural and glorious Exiſtence in Heave 
one ſacramental Exiſtence in the Hoſt, and 
one airy Exiſtence in the Air. But fince al 
theſe Things are abſurd, we muſt concludg 
that Chriſt's Body neither comes, nor if 
brought, into the Hoſt. a 
4. SECONDLY, Chriſt's Body cannot be 
ape in the conſecrated Hoſt ; becauſ 
a Thing that is produced already, cannot be 
produced again, without a preceding Deſtruc 
tion. For as a dead Man cannot be killed 
nor that be annihilated, which is annihilate- 
already: So neither can that be produce] 
which is e ape; already; nor that receing - 

a Being which hath one already. This co 
mon Conception of all Men is founded upoi 
this Principle; that every Action, (whethe 
It produceth or deſtroyeth a Thing; ) mu 
neceſſarily have two diftin&t Terms, finc: 
the one called in the Schools, rer minus 
quo, (that is, the Term from which the Thing 
comes ;) and the other erminus ad quen 
that is, the Term to which it comes. B 
according to this Principle, that cannot be a 
nihilated which is ſo already; nor that r 
ceive a Being which hath one already: B. 
cauſe the Term from which it ſhould come 
and the Term to which it ſhould come, woul 
be one and the ſame Thing : Contrary to tht 
Maxim already laid down; vis. t -- the 
| ROW | a Jerm 


Terms of Action muſt neceſſary be diſtin, 
and that one of them muſt be the Negation 
or Privation of the other. 


5. HERE 28 it may be objefed, 
That, by Tran 


ubſtantiation, the Subſtance of 
Chriſt's Body is not newly produced, but 


only anew Preſence of him in the Place where 
the Subſtance of the Bread was. But tothis 


I Anſwer, That in all ſubſtantial Converſions 
and Actions, a new Subſtance mult be pro- 
duced ; as inaccidental, a new Accident muſt 
be produced. But Tranſubſtantiation ( ac- 


cording to the Romzſh Doctors.) is a ſub- 


ſtantial Converſion. Therefore by Tranſub- 
ſtantiation. a new Subſtance muſt be produ- 


ced. And ſince that the new Preſence of 


v4 -Chriſt's Body, in the Place where the Sub- 


hin that the Subſtance of Chriſt's Body is not 


human Body, ſuch as Chriſt's Body is, there 


ſtance of the Bread was, is not a Subſtance, 
but an Accident of the Catagory which the 


Philoſopher, call U2z, it is evident that by 


Tranſubſtantiation the Preſence of Chriſt's 
Body only is not produced in the Place where 


the Subſtance of the Bread was. And fince 


produced there, ( as hath been proved in the 


preceding Number ;) we muſt conclude: that 


there is no Tranſubſtantiation nor real Pre- 
ſence of Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt. This 
Inſtance doth alſo deſtroy the AdduQtion of 


I Chriſt's Body into the Hoſt, which hath been 
already refuted in Number 3 | 


6. My ſecond ArGumenTis this: In a true 


18 
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is ſomething above, and ſomething under, 
right and left, before and behind. For the 
Head is above the Neck, and the Neck above 
the Shoulders,. the Shoulders: above the 


Breaſt, the Breaſt above the Stomach, the 


Stomach above the Belly, the Belly above the 
Thighs, the Thighs above the Legs, Cc. But 

all the World knows that in a Point there is 
nothing above or under, right or left, before 
or behind: Therefore Chriſt's Body is not in 


a Point; and conſequently it is not in every 


-Point, or Part of the Hoſt. To this I add, that 
the Quantity and Greatneſs of Chriſt's Body 
is nothing elſe but its Length, Breadth, and 
Thickneſs; which cannot be in a Point. Laſt: 
ly, the Quantity of Chriſt's Body is nothing 


elſe but its Extent, as we all know: And a 


Body is extended, when it hath its Parts one 
without another; as all the Jeſuites expound 

it. But the Doctrine of the Preſence of Chri ſt's 
Body in the Hoſt, puts all its Parts one with- 
in another, becauſe it puts them all in a 
Point. 
way its Extent, and conſequently its Quantity. 
7. My third ARGUMENT is this. To 


move, and not to move, at the ſame Time; 
to be eaten, and not to be eaten, at the ſame] 


Time; to be in a Point, and not in a Point, 
-at the ſame Time ; to occupy a Place, and 
-not. to occupy it, at the ſame Time : Are con- 
tradictory Things. But if the Body of Chriſt 
were in divers conſecrated Hoſts; it would 


move, and not move at theſame Time. Forſ T 
© ata a 


Therefore ſuch a Doctrine takes a- 


ſam 


8 
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Example, When a Prieſt carries a conſecrat- 
ed Hoſt to a fick Perſon, the Body of Chriſt 
which is pretended to be in it, moves with 
the Hoſt, For it leaves the Altar, and goes 
with the Prieſt toward the ſick Perſon's Houſe : 
And at the ſame Time the Body of Chriſt, 
which is pretended to be in the other Hoſts 
that remain on the Altar, moves not. And 
ſo the ſame Body of Chriſt at the ſame 
Time, moves and moves not; which is a Con- 
tradiction. Since then it is impoſſible that 
one and the ſame Body, at one and the ſame 
nd Time, ſhould move, and not move zit is like- 
a. | wiſe impoſſible that Chriſt's Body ſhould be 
„ain divers Hoſts at the ſame Time. In like 
al manner, if Chriſt s Body were, at the ſame 
Time in Heaven, and in the Hoſt ; it would 
nd be eaten, and not eaten, at the ſame. Time: 
For it would be eatem in the Hoſt by the Prieſt 3 
th. Iand at the ſame Time it would not be eaten 
in Heaven. Alſo it would be in a Point, and 
not in a Point, at the ſame Time. For in 
the Hoſt it would be in a Point; and, in 
Heaven, it would not be in a Point, at the 
ſame Time. Therefore ſince it is impoſſible 
that one and the ſame Body, at one and the 
ſame Time, ſhould be eaten, and not eaten; 
ſhould be in a Point, and not in a Point: It is 
alſo impoſſible that Chriſt's Body ſhould be 
both in Heaven, and in the Hoſt, at the 
lame Time. | ES 
T 8. Tax fourth ARGUMEN A is this. 
Two Relatives are always different; as, the 


Father 
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Father and the Son, the Husband and the 
Wife, Oc. And Relation is always between 
two Things that really differ: As the Equality 
between two Ells, the Reſemblance between 
two Crows, Sc. In a Word, nothing can have 
_ Relation to itſelf; but whatſoever hath Re- 

lation, muſt neceſſarily have it to ſomething. 
elfe, as appears by the Definition of Relati- 
on. But to be diſtant, is a Relative, and not an: 
abſolute Term, we conceive but one Thing; 
(as when we conceive a Crow:) But when we 
conceive a relative Term, we neceſſarily con- 
ceive two Things. For Example; We ca-: 
not conceive a Crow to be like, without con-; © 
ceiving ſomething elſe to which it is like. 
.Since then we cannot conceive-a Thing to be 
diſtant, without conceiving ſomethingelie from 
which it is diſtant; it is evident | that to be 
diſtant ] is a relative Term, and that diſtant 

Things are Relatives, and conſequently are 
really different. Whence I form this Argu- 
ment. Relative Things are really different, 
as hath been proved. But the Body that is 
at Rome, is diſtant from that which is at Pa- 

i, by Reafon of the Space of about 300 
Leagues that is between thoſe two Cities: dit 

And the Body that is in the higheſt Heavens, B 
is diſtant from that which is upon Earth, by 5 
Reaſon of the many Thouſand Leagues that} _* 
are between Heaven and Earth. Therefore th 

the Body that is at Rome, is different from. ct 

that which is at Paris; and that which is in 
Heaven, is different from that which is upon 


Earth: 
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Earth: And conſequently one and the ſame 
Body, cannot be at the ſame Time at Rome 
and at Paris, in Heaven and upon Earth; 
elſe one and the ſame Body might be diſtant 
and different from it ſelf, which 1s a Contra- 
dition. Therefore fince JESUS CHRIS 
is not diſtant and different from himſelf, it 
follows that he cannot be, at the ſame Time, 


"Hin Heaven and in the Hoſt; nor, at the ſame 


Time, in the conſecrated Hofls at Rome and 
at Paris. : 

9. Bo r perhaps it may be ſaid that a Body 
being, at the ſame Time, in twodiſtant Places, 
is not diſtant from it ſelf; but that the Places 


Jonly are diſtant : And therefore that Chriſt's 


Body in Heaven, is not diſtant from itſelf in the 
Hoſt ; but it is the Places only, 222. Heaven 
and Earth, (where the Holt is,) that are 
diſtant. To this I Anſwer, that it is onl 


Ithe Diſtance of Places, that makes the Diſ- 


tance of Things exiſting inthoſediftant Places. 
For Example: The Reaſon why Peter that 


is at Rome, is diſtant from Paul that is at 


Parts; is not becauſe they are two Things 


{really different: Elſe they would be always 


diſtant, even when they are in one Bed to- 
gether; (for they are always really different.) 
But all the Reaſon of their Diſtance is, be- 
cauſe they are in two diſtant Places. Since 
then, (according to our Adverſaries) that 
Chriſt's Body is in two diſtant Places at once; 
222, in Heaven, and in the Hoſt; at Rome, 


z Jad at Paris, in divers Hoſts: It follows that 


Chriſt's 
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Chriſt's Body is diſtant and different from it 
ſelf. And fince it is impoſſible that it ſhould . 
be diſtant and different from itſelf, it is e- 
vident that it cannot be in two diſtant Places 
at once ; and conſequently not in Heaven, and 
in the Hoſt. | | 
10. BEs1DEs: Suppoſe that Peter could 
be at Rome and at Parzs at once ; and that 
Peter that is at Rome, ſhould have a mind iſ 
to go to Parzs, and ſhould go accordingly ; 
and that the ſame Peter that is at Paris, 
ſhould have a mind to go to Rome, and ſhould 
go accordingly. It is certain that Peter would 
draw near to himſelf, and meet himſelf. But 
Things that draw near to each other, muſt Nivi 
of neceſſity have been at a Diſtance before. 
And therefore if a Body draws near to itſelf, 
it is certain that it was diſtant from itſelf 
before. And hereupon I would fain ask our x 
Adverſaries, whether, when Peter ſhouldſh B 
meet himſelf, he would let himſelf paſs, orWelf 
not? And if he ſhould let himſelf 13 we · is, 3 
ther Peter going to Rome, would ſtep aſideſcauſ 
and give Way to himſelf oinß to Paris, or Bod 
elſe the 8 But if he ſhould not Repſſtativ 
aſide and give Place to himſelf, I would ask Plur 
Whether he would hinder himſelf from paſreall 
ſing, or not? And if he ſhould not hinderſſthen 
himſelf from paſſing, Whether he would paſjfally 
through himſelf, and ſo make another Fanuſfand 
with two Faces? Sc. Whatſoever Anſwerfdo r. 
they ſhall make to theſe Queſtions, muſt (Iz. 1 
am ſure ) be very abſurd and ridiculous. para. 
. 11. Tris a! 
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it 15. Tun fifth A RG UME Nr is this. It 
Id Is a perfect Contradiction, that a Body ſhould 
e- pe one, and not one. But if Chriſt's Body 
es Iſhould be, at the ſame Time, in Heaven, and 
ad pon Earth in the Hoſt; it would be one, and 
ot one: For it would be one, by our Ad- 
Id ſherſarics own Confeſſion ; and it would not bo 
at one: Which I prove thus. That a Thing may 
nd be one, it mult neither be divided in itſelf, 
/ 3 Hor from itſelf; as appears by the Definiti- 
25, Jon of Unity: And it is certain that nothing 
1d fs divided or ſeparated from itſelf. But if 
1d BChriſt's Body be, at the ſame Time, in Hea- 
ut Even, and upon Earth in the Hoſt ; it will be 
uſt divided and ſeparated from itſelf : That 
re. Which is in Heaven, being divided and ſe. 
If, Iparated from that which is upon Earth ; be- 
ſelffrauſe it is not in the Space between both. 
dur 12. He R E again it may be objected, That 
alda Body in divers Places is divided from it 
orelf locally, (becauſe the Places in which it 
Is, are divided;) but not entitatively, be- 
cauſe it is ſtill one and the ſame Entity of 
, orfiBody, To which I Anſwer, 1. That enti- 
tepftative Diviſion (which is nothing elſe but a 
Sk MPlurality of Beings, or a Plurality of Things 
pal really different; ) is no true diviſion : For 
detfithen the three divine Perſons (which are re- 
paſijally different) would be alſo really divided; 
nulfand the Body and Soul of a living Man (which 
verſdo really differ). would be alſo really divided; 
t (Iz. 1 ſay, That if a Body be divided and ſe- 
Iparated from Bodies which it toucheth 3 it 
Nis allo divided and ſeparated from Bodies 


i 
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-which it doth not touch: And if a Body bi 
divided and ſeparated from Bodies to whidſ, 
It is near; it is alſo divided and ſeperate 
from Bodies, that are far diſtant from it:) Bull 
eſpecially the Diviſion is true, when (be 
tween two) there be Bodies of divers N. 
tures, to which there is no Union. There 
fore, ſince that between Chriſt's Body, whicii 
is really in Heaven, and the fame Body, whict 
Is pretendedly upon Earth in the conſecratei 
Hoſts ; there be divers Bodies of divers Na F 
tures, to which it is not united: It is evi 
dent by our Adverſaries own Doctrine, that : 
Chriſt's Body is really divided and ſeparate}, 
From itſelf. And fince it is impoſſible it ſhoul 
be ſeperated from itſelf, it is alſo impoſſible 
that it ſhould be in Heaven, and in the Hoſt 
at the ſame Time. 3. I ſay, That local Dif. 
viſion takes away entitative Divifion 5 and. 
Things that are divided locally, are alſo dif 
vided entitatively ; that is, they are alſo ref 
ally different: Elſe no Reaſon can be giveaſh 
why two Glaſſes of Water taken from th 
ſame Fountain, are really different, ſince theſ 
Waters are alike in all Things, except in re 
Ference to Place; and there can be no Reaſol 
given why the Ocean is not one ſingle dro 
of Water only, reproduced in all Place 
@ccupied by the Ocean, except it be, thaffh; 
one drop of Water cannot be reproduced i! 
all thoſe Places. But if it be poſſible, thay. 
. Reaſon obligeth us to believe that it is re 
ally ſo: Becauſe GOD and Nature do noſ he 
hing in vain; and it is in vain to do that by - 
1 man) 
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nany Things, which may be done by one 
Thing. And if it be really ſo, then it fol- 
ows, That all the Sea Battles that ever | 
tave been, were fought in one drop of Wa- 
er; and many Thouſands of Men have been ij 
Irowned in one drop of Water; and People | 
ſince Adam) have drunk but one drop of 1 
Water: Which things are abſurd and ridis | 
ulous. | 
13. TAE ſixth AgGument is this: Ju 
vs CHRIST, as he is a Man, cannot be in 
Wivers Places at once; if another Man can- i 
ot be ſo too: Becauſe Jzsvs ChRIST, as he 
Ss Man, bat made like unto us in all Things, 
Fi only excepted; as the Apoſtle to the He- | 
Wrews obſerves. But another Man cannot | 
De in divers Places at once. For example: | 
Peter cannot be at the ſame time at Paris | 


7b 


nick 


Dnd at Rome, which 1 prove thus: It is im- 
4: doſſible that Peter ſhould be a Man and no 


Man at the ſame time. But if Peter could 
it the ſame time be at Paris and at Rome, 
he might at the ſame time, be a Man, and no 
Man: Which I prove thus. He that may, 
It the ſame time be both dead and alive; 

may, at the ſame time, be a Man and no 
Man. Becauſe he that is alive, is a real Man 3 
and he that is dead, is no real Man, but a 
JCarcaſs. But if Peter could, at the ſame 

time, be at Paris and at Rome; he might 
be both alive and dead at the ſame time. For 

he might be mortally wounded at Paris 

and die there; and, at the ſame time, not 
be hurt at Rome; but alive and making 
Eh 1 merry 


re 


n 0 
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merry there. Beſides, Perer might be di- the 
viſibly at Paris, and indiviſibly at Rome im ig 
(as Chriſt's Body, according to our Adverſa- prod 
ries, is divifibly in Heaven, and ind iviſiblyſſthe 
in the Hoſt.) But if at Paris (where heſſſcuri« 
mould be divifibly) his Head ſhould be cutſſb 
off, he would die, and ceaſe to be a Man 
and at Rome (where he ſhould be indivifibly 
and in a Point,) his Head ſhould not be cut 
off; and ſo he ſhould remain, at the ſame 
time, a living and real Man, and a dead Man, wi 
or no Man: Which is a Contradiction. In a 
Word, Peter might be at Paris, in the midſtſ 
of Flames, and be burnt and reduc'd to 
Aſhes ; and conſequently ſhould die, and be 
mo Man: Whereas, at the ſame time, he might 
de at Rome in the River Tzbyr, ſound andi 

brisk; and conſequently be a true living Man, 
Whence it follows that he might be a Man, N 
and no Man, which is a Contradiction. h 
14. To this may be added other Abſurdi 
ties that would follow from this Poſition, . 
That one Body may be in divers Places at 
ence: That one Candle lighted, might give 
light to all the World, if it were reproduced 
in all Places of the World: That a great Ar- 
my might be made of one Man reproduced 
in a Hundred thou ſand adjoining Places: 
That all the Debts in the World might be 
5 with one Crown reproduced in as many P 

laces as there are Crowns due: That all the] 
People in the World might quench the ir P 
Thirſt with one Pottle of Wine, reproduced 
as many Times as there be Inhabitants » 

react” 4 the 
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dlche World: That all the Men in the World 
might drink in one and the ſame Glaſs, re- 
Produced as many times as there be Men in 
he World: (Whereupon a Man might be ſo 
urious as to ask, whether if this Glaſs ſnould 


ze broken at Paris, it would alſo be broken 
at Rome, Conſtantinople, and other Places?) 


lyThat one Man. reproduced in an Hundred 
-utſthouſand Places, might at the ſame time 
meftmarry an Hundred thouſand Wives, and lie 


zith them: Whereupon a Man might defire - 
o know whether theſe Women might not 
onceive, and every one of them be delivered 
tollbf a Child at the End of nine Months; and 
beſſconſequently it may be ſaid that one Man did, 
ht en one 8 ight, beget a Hundred thouſand Chil-- 
uren, C. 8 
15. THE ſeventh AR uuHEN T is this: If” 
{Chriſt's Body were in the Hoſt it would be 
een there: For being there in its Glory (as 
he Romiſh Doctors ſay it is,) it would be 
here more viſible than it was when he con⸗ 
erſed amongſt Men here below; becauſe 
ivehe Glory of Chriſt's Body doth principally: 
edſponſiſt in the Brightneſs and Splendor of an- 
\ r-ſextraordinary Light, like to that which it 
edfſhad upon Mount Tabor. But who dares af- 
s: rm that ſuch a glorious Body is not viſible, 
be ſrhereſoever it is? And yet it is certain that 
my Thriſt's Body is not to be ſeen in the Hoſt: - 
he Which is an evident Sign that it is not there. 
eir Put it may be ſaid that Chriſt's Body: is: 
ed finder the Accidents of Bread, and that 
in theſe Accidents hide it from us. To this 1 
he ; K 3 Anſwer, 
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Anſwer, That (according to our Adverſa- M 
ries) Chriſt's Body is in the Place where the M 
Subſtance of the Bread was. But the Sub- Po 
Nance of the Bread was not under the Acci- (a: 
dents, and the Accidents of the Bread were not tir 


_ their Subſtance: For then the Subſtance ſpe 
of t 


he Bread and its Accidents had been in] or 
two different Places, above and under being thi 


wa ſeveral Differences of Place, and that] ſa; 


which is under is not above, Sc. Therefore of 
Chriſt's Body cannot be under the Acci- ms: 
dents of Bread, and conſequently the Acci- Ar 
dents do not hide it from us. And fince He 
(as our Ad verſaries ſay) Chriſt's Body is in fol 
every Part and Point of the Hoſt, it muſt PO 
needs be in the Superficies, and conſequently his 
cannot be hid or covered by the Accidents I not 
of the Bread. Here again it may be ſaid, TI 


that Chriſt's Body is glorious, luminous, and I wo 


viſible of itſelf ; but GOD hinders us from | wo 
ſeeing it. To this I anſwer, That if GOD An 
hinders, it is only becauſe he is pleaſed ſo be 
to do; and conſequently if he were pleaſed || Ho 
not to hinder, he would not do it, but would the 
permit it to be ſeen in the ſame Poſture as I Pat 
it is in the Hoſt. Whereupon I would ask in 
our Adverfaries, in what Polture it would be ¶ wor 
Teen there? Whether ſitting, ſtanding, lying, Ho 
or in any other Poſture? Or whether it would Nalſc 
e in any Poſture at all? If it be in no Po- Band 
Fure, it muſt be without any external Form; Fo: 
becauſe Poſture or Situation abſolutely de- 
pends upon external Form. But how can a 
Man be ſeen without an external Form of a 
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Man, and without being in any Poſture of a 
ef Man? And how can Chriſt's Body be without 
- Poſture, and without external Form; ſince 
- (as our Adverſaries ſay) it is whole, and en- 
t tire in the whole Hoſt, and occupies the whole 
e ſpace of a great Hoſt? But if it be fitting, 
nor ſtanding, or in another Poſture, and with 
g the external Form of a Man; and if (as they 
at ſay) it be whole and entire in a Point 
re of the Hoſt: Then it will follow, that a Man 
i- may be ſeen fitting or ſtanding in a Point. 
i- And ſince a Man that is ſtanding, hath his 
re Head above, and his Feet below: It will 
in follow that Ixs us ChRISTH will be ſeen in a 
iſt Point of the Hoſt, with his Head above, and 
ly his Feet below; though in a Point, there is 
ts nothing above or below. To this I add, 
d, That if it could be ſeen in the Hoſt, it - 
nd would appear as big as the Hoſt, becauſe it 
m would occupy the whole Space of the Hoſt : 
D | And it would appear round; becauſe it would 
ſo be bounded round by the Space that the 
ed Hoſt occupies, which is round. Beſides, if 
11d I the Hoſt ſhould be divided into two equal 
as Parts; it would appear leſs by one half, and 
sk in the Form of a half Circle : Becauſe it 
be would be whole and entire in the half of the 
ng, Hoſt, and occupy the Space of it. It would 
11d Nalſo appear a Hundred thouſand Times leſs, 
Po- ſand in a Hundred thouſand ſeveral Forms: 

For, as they ſay, it is whole and entire in a 

Hundred thouſand Parts of the Hoſt, and oc- 
cupies the Spaces of them. In a Word; 
There was never ſuch a monſtrous 7308 | 

8 | en 


l (as they tell us 
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ſeen in the World, as Chriſt's Body would 
be, if it were really. in the Hoſt in ſuch a 
Manner, as our: Adverſaries- affirm it to be. 


16. TRE eighth ARGUMENT is this: Ei- 


ther the Manhood of Jzsus CHRIST, which is 
pretended to be in the Hoſt, can act there, 
or it cannot, If it cannot, then it follows 
that it cannot ſee, hear, or know, or love, or 


exerciſe any other Function of the ſenſitive or 


rational Soul. But if the Manhood of Chriſt 
in the Hoſt knows nothing, nor loves no- 


thing; then it follows that it will not be hap-- 
y: Becauſe Happineſs chiefly conſiſts in the 


nowledge and Love of GOD. Allo the 


Manhood of Chriſt in the Hoſt, will be dif- 
ferent from his Manhood in Heaven. For 


it will know in Heaven; and, at the ſame 
> Time, know nothing in the Hoſt: It will 


love in Heaven; and love nothing, in the 


Hoſt : It will ſee in Heaven; and ſee no- 


thing in the Hoſt. But if Chriſt's Manhood 


can act in the Hoſt, as it doth in Heaven; 


then it will follow that it will open its Eyes, 


and move its Feet, in a Point: Becauſe (ac- 


| cording to our Adverſaries z) it is whole and 


entire in every Point of the Hoſt. And ſince 


the whole World into a Point, as he doth 
the whole Manhood of Chriſt into a Point of 


the Hoſt; it will follow, that all Parts 


of the World exiſting in a Point, may do in 
it all thoſe Actions which they now do in a 


vaſt Space; as the Parts of Chriſt's Manhood, JE 
exiſting in @ Ppiot pf the Hoſt, can do in 1 


GOD can as eafily put 


+ as hc Eo GPS $9.9 I 
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all thoſe Actions which they do in Heaven: 
And ſo (in a leſs Space than is occupied by 
a Grain of Corn) the Sun may move from Eaſt 
to Weſt, the Sea may have its Flouds and 
Ebbs, and the Eugliſh may have a Sea - fight 
with the Spanzards. In a Word; a Sparrow 
may eafily ſwallow all the World, ſince the 
World will not occupy ſo much Space as a 
Grain of Corn doth ; And yetthe World which 
it ſhall ſwallow, will be as great as it is at 
preſent ; even as Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, 
is as big and as tall as it was on the Croſs, 
as our Adverſaries affirm. l | 

17. TRE ninth ARGUMENT is this: As 
a Body cannot be in a Place, except it be. 
produced there, or that it comes, or be 
brought thither from ſome other Place; ſo 
a Body cannot ceaſe to be in a Place with- 


Jout being deſtroyed, or going to ſome other 


Place: And conſequently if Chriſt's Body 


Neeaſeth tobe in the Hoſt, after the Conſump- 
tion of the Accidents, it muſt neceſſarily ei- 
ther periſh ; or go to ſome other Place. But 


Chriſt's Body cannot periſh; for JESUS CH AIS 
dieth no more, Rom. vi. And Chriſt's Bo- 
dy goes to no other Place; for if it ſhould 


20 to any other Place, it would go to Hea- 


ven. But it cannot go to Heaven, becauſe 
it is there already; and a Man cannot go to 
a Place where he is already. Therefore 
Chriſt's Body doth not ceaſe to be in the 

oft, Whence it follows, that either Chriſt's 


ody ſtill remains in the Hoſt, and that it 


is impoſſible that it ſhould be conſumed, . 
13 elſe 
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elſe that it never was in the Hoſt. But eve- 5 
ry one knows by experience that the Hoſts iſ} 10 
are eaten and conſumed, and that Chriſt's. 1 
Body cannot be there, after the Conſumption pl 
of the Accidents of the Bread. Therefore Th 
it never was in the Hoſt. | 


18. TRE tenth ARGUMENT is drawn W 
from hence, That the pretended Preſence of D ; 
Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, deftroys the Na- tie 
ture of Chriſt's Body, thus: The Properties bh 
of a Species are incommunicable to every o- [af 
ther Species. For Example; The Properties nic 
of a Man are incommunicable to a Beaſt. tri 
For fince the Properties flow from the Eſſence u. 


er are the very Eſſence itſelf, it is evident, ; 
that if the Eſſence of a Species be incommu- 12 
nicable to another Species, then the Proper- Qu 
ties of a Species are alſo incommunicable to 5 
another. But the Body and the Spirit are ln 
two Species. of Subſtance. Therefore the 
Properties of the Spirit cannot be communi- I Ch. 
cated to the Body, as the Properties of the 
Body cannot be communicated to the Spirit. 
But there are two principal Properties which 
diſtinguiſh Bodies from Spirits: The firſt is, 
That Spirits are Subſtances that are penetra- 
ble among themſelves; that is, may be to- 
gether in one and the ſame Place. But Bo-, 
dies are impenetrable Subſtances among them · 
felves 5 that is, they cannot be together inf 
one and the ſame Place. The ſecond is, That 
Bodies are in a. Place circumſcriptively ; 
that is, all the Body is in all the Place. But d 
all the Body is not in every Part of the * ) 
Ra 4 


muſt neceflarily be A 
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but the Parts of the Body are in the Parts of 


the Place. But Spirits are in a Place defi- 
finitively ; that is, all the Spirit is in all the 
Place, and all the Spirit is in every Part of 
the Place: Becauſe a Spirit having no Parts, 
whereſoever it is. 
Whence I form my Argument thus : That 
Doctrine which gives to a Body the Proper- 
ties of.a Spirit, changes the Body into a Spi- 
rit, and conſequently deſtroys the Nature of 
2 Body ; fince Properties cannot be commu- 


nicated without the Eflence. But the Doc- 


trine of the pretended Preſence of Chriſt's 
Body in the Hoſt, gives to a Body the Pro- 
perties of a Spirit; becauſe it affirms that 
the Quantity of Chriſt's Body penetrates the 
Quantity of the Bread, and is in the ſame 
Place with it: That all the Parts of Chriſt's 


Body are penetrated among themſelves, and 


are all in one and the ſame Place; and that 
Chriſt's Body is all in all the Hoſt, and all in 
every Part of the Hoſt. Therefore the Doc- 
trine of the Romiſh Church, touching the 
pretended Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the 


Hoſt; deſtroys the Nature of Chriſt's Body. 


19. THE eleventh ARGUMENT is 
drawn from hence; That JESUS CHRIS 
being ſeated at GOD 's right Hand, is in a 
glorious State: And yet the Doctrine of 


| in retended Preſence of Chriſt's Body in 
the 


e Hoſt, ſubjects him to divers Ignominies, 
18. that his Body goes in Peoples Bellies, 


End among their Excrement : That it is ſub- 


ect to be eaten by his Enemies, yea, by 
| Mice 
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Mice and other Beaſts. Hear what Claude be 
ae Xantes (a famous Romiſh Doctor) ſaith al. 
of it, Reper. 5. Chap. 2. Of all theſe we eu- al 
clude mot one from the true and corporal re- Ni 
ceiving of the Lords Fleſh in the Sacrament : vi 
Let him be Turk, Atheiſt, Tafidel or Hypo- ca: 
crite; Yea, though he ſhould be the Devil he 
himſelf incarnate. It is alſo ſubje& to be lit 
ſtolen: For about 25 Years ſince, a Thief was || th: 
executed at Paris for ſtealing out of the I the 
Church the Chalice and this God in it. And ſar 
the Prieſt went to the Priſon, in his ſacerdotal i un 
Ornaments, and falling on his Knees before litt 
the Thief's Pocket, pulled his God out of it. an- 
And as it is a God that cannot keep h imſelf be 
from being ſtol'n, ſo neither can he keeplthe 
himſelf from being burnt, as it appeared when up 
the Palace Hall at Paris was burnt. In ſhort; ¶ Bu. 
The Hoſt, or God of the Maſs, hath beenſ and 
ſeen in the Hands of one poſſeſſed by thefſ[Nex 
Devil, and conſequently in the Devil's Power. 
Vea, there are Charms made by the Romiſi 
Prieſts to compel the Devil to reſtore God 
to them. A horrible and prodigious 'Thing 
to put God into the Devil's Power; and 
into a Capacity of being eaten by the Devil” 
incarnate 3 eſpecially, fince he is now gloriow 
in Heaven | 2 

20. THE twelfth ARGUMENT is draus. 
fromhence: That GOD doth no Miracles tl 
without Neceſſity. But what Neceſſity if 
there that he ſhould do ſomany Miracles in 
this Sacrament, vis. that Accidents ſhould bi a: 
without a Subject? That the Bread * 1 lc; 
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1, | be converted into Chriſt's Body, which is 
ch Nalready ? That Chriſt's Body ſhould be in 
x- Ja Point, and in 100,000 Places at once? What 
. | Neceſlity is there that it ſhould be eaten by 
;: [wicked Men, by Beaſts, and by Devils in- 
0 carnate? What Neceſſity is there that it 
5 | ſhould be carried away by the Devil? That 
be fff it ſhould be ſtolen, burnt, Sc. Can it be ſaid 
„as that it is for the Salvation of the Soul of him 
he] that eats it? But Reprobates (as our Adver- 
nd ffaries confeſs ) eat it too: And the Faithful 
tall under the Old Teſtament did not eat it, nor do 
ore little Children of Believers under the New; 
it. and yet they are ſaved for all that. Can it 
ſelllbe ſaid with Bellarmine and Perron, that 
eep the Hoſt, being eaten, ſerves as an incor- 
hen ruptible Seed for a glorious Reſurre&ion ? 
rt; But the Faithful under the Ola Teſtament, 
eenfJand the little Children of Believers under the 
the Nezv, will riſe again gloriouſly, though they 
never Participated of the Euchariſt. And 
t. Paul tells us, Rom. viii. That this Seed 
of the Reſurrection of our Bodies, is not 
ing Chriſt's Fleſh, but his Spirit, In theſe Words: 
and H the Spirit of him that raiſed up Feſus 
evil the dead, dwell in you; he ſhall alſo 
ou“ sen your mortal Bodies, by his Spirit 
that dwvelleth in you. „ 
21. LAST Lx, The Holy Scripture is clear 
\clesÞ'n this Matter: For JEsus CHRIST is a- 
Iſcended into Heaven, Acts i. And the Hea- 
inden muſt contain him till the Reſtitution 
b all Things, Acts iii. And he himſelf faith, 
ould leade the World, and go N the 4 
1 | 0 . 
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Joh. xvi. The poor ye have always with you; 
but me ye have not always, Sr Matt. xxvi. Fe 
To which may be added what JESUS CHRIS d 
ſaith, St. Matt, xxiv. 23,89 26. In ihe laſt Days all 
falſe Prophets will come that will ſay, Chriſt tre 
2s here or there; and that he is an the ſecret Ti 
Chambers or Cabinet. Which cannot be but ſh 
by the Doctrine of the Romiſb Church, which in 

. Chriſt's Body into divers Places, and 
uts it up in ſeveral Cabinets on their Al- I (2 
tars. And it is very remarkable that in the] bo 
Greek it is, iv Tap&os, that is, in the Cup- n 
boards; rage being properly a Cupboard ©" 

40 keep Meat in. | a 
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CHAP. V. do 
Againſt Adoring or Wor ſhipping of the Ho 


12. e GAINST the Adoration o 
; A the Hoſt, I form three Propo- 
| | fitions. A firſt is 3 8 8 
are not obliged to worſhi 
| IEICE every-where, or in all Place 
| where he is; (at leaſt not with external Ade 
| zation : ) But we are only obliged to worſhif 
him in all Places where he appears in hit 
glorious Majeſty. The firſt Part of this Prof 
Poſition (e. That we are not obliged t- 
worſhip GOD in all Places where he is, 
Appears by the Practice of all n 
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For GOD being ever-where; and conſe- 
quently in Stones, Trees, Beaſts, Devils, and 


all other Creatures: There is no Man fo ex 


travagant, as to fall on his Knees before a 
Tree, an Aſs, or a Devil, that he may wor- 
ſhip GOD in them, who is as really preſens- 


in them, as in Heaven. 


2. Taz ſecond Part of this Propoſition,. 


(viv, that we are only obliged to worſhip GOD 
both with internal and external Adoration,. 
in all Places where he appears in his glort- 
ous Majeſty, ) is proved, Fzr/t, by the Com< 
mand which IRS US CHR ISH gave his A- 
poſtles, when they asked him how they 
ſhould pray. For he anſwers them thus: 
When ye pray, ſay, Our Father which art 
in Heaven, — St. Mat. vi. St. Lnke xi. Why 
doth he ſay, --- Which art in Heaven, -— 


and not — Which art in Earth, or in tho 


Sea, or in the Air ; fince GOD is equally 
in all theſe Places? But only becauſe 603 


appears in Heaven, in his glorious Majeſty Q 
Jaad there Crowns all the bleſſed Spirits with 


his Glory ? Secondly, When GOD appeared 


to Moſes in the burning Buſh, which was not 
conſumed ; he ſaid to him: Take thy Shoes 


from off thy Feet ; for the Place where thou 


h ir ſtandeſt 24 holy Ground, Exod. iii. Why is 
bhi this Ground called Holy, and Moſe com- 


+ 
* 


manded to approach it with Reverence, Sub- 


miſſion, and Adoration; ' fince any other 
Ground is equally GOD's Creature, and that 
he is equally preſent every-where ? But only 


becauſe GOD did manifeſt fomewhat of his | 
9 | | F 2 Power | 


_- 
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Power and Glory in that Place, by cauſing the 
Buſh to burn, without being conſumed. Tra- 
ty, Joſhua and the Iſraelites did proſtrate 
themſelves before the Ark of the Covenant , 
Joſe vii. becauſe GOD appeared there in a 
peculiar and glorious Manner. For, from the 
Mercy-Seat which covered it, he gave his 


Oracles, and made known his Will. Exod. 


xxv. Numb. vii. Fourthly, When the Prieft 
celebrates Maſs a little before theConſecrati- 
on, he recommends the ſr ſum corda; that is, 


the lifting up of their Hearts. Why the 


lifting them up z fince GOD is equally above 
and below ? But only becauſe GOD appears 
in Heaven, in his glorious Majeſty ; and con- 
ſequently it is thither that we muſt direct 
gur Vows, our Prayers, and our Worſhip. 
3. Taz ſecond Propoſition is this: We 
are not obliged to adore JESUS CHRIS 1 in 
the Water of Baptiſm, though he be really 
there, in regard to all that is adorable in him. 
The firſt Part of this Propoſition, (922. That 
we are not obliged to worſhip J=svs CHRIS 
in the Water of Baptiſm ; ) is chiefly proved 
by the Practice of all Chriſtians. For no 
Man ever fell on his Knees before the Wa- 
ter of Baptiſm, and adored Jtsvs CHRIST in 
it; or at leaſt, not with external Worſhip, 
which is only here intended. And doubtleſs 
the Reaſon is, becauſe Jzsvs Cnrisr diſco- 
vers no Beam of his Glory there; nor doth he 
appear inthe Water of Baptiſm, any more 
than in other Waters. So that as we are 
not obliged to worſhip GOD, ſave only where 


he 
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he appears in his glorious Majeſty; as hath 
been proved: So neither are we obliged to 
worſhip J=svs ChRISFT, but only where he 
diſcovers ſome Beam of his Glory; which 
he doth not in Baptiſm. : 

4. TRHE ſecond Part of this Propoſition, 


(vis. That Jzsvs Cnnrsrt is really preſent in 


the Water of Baptiſm, in reſpect of all 
that is to be adored in him ; ) is proved 
thus: All that is of itſelf adorable in Ixsos 
Carisr, is either his Godhead, or his di- 
vine Perſon, or his divine Attributes. As for 
his Godhead; fince it 1s really every-where, it 
cannot be denied but that it is alſo in the 
Water of Baptiſm. As for his Perſon ; fince 
it is Divine, and Eternal, and Infinite, it is 
really every-where, and conſequently in the 
Water of Baptiſm. And as for his divine At- 
tributes; ſince they are not really different. 
from the Godhead, or the Perſon of Ixsus 
CHRIST : It neceſſarily follows, that fince 


the Godhead and Perſon of J=svs Cunisr | 


are really in the Water of Baptiſm ; his di- 
vine Attributes muſt really be there likewife. 
5. Tua E third Propoſition is this: We 
are not obliged to adore Jesvs CRRIST in 
the Hoſt, though he be really there in re- - 
ſpe& of all that is to be adored in him ; 
222. his Godhead, his divine Perſon, and his 
divine Attributes: Yea, though he were 
there inviſibly, in reſpect of his Manhood too. 
The principal Reaſon of this hath been 
touched upon already; 922. That as we are 
not obliged to worſhip in all Places _ 
| | 5 vg 


and extraordinarily elſewhere ; as hath bee 
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he is, ( atleaſt, not with external Worſhip, 


but there only where he appears in his gldſ 


rious Majeſty ; vis. ordinarily in Heaver 


proved in the firſt Propoſition: And as we at 
not obliged to worſhip Jesvs CH RISTH in thi 
Water of Baptiſm, with external Adoratio 
though he be really there in reſpe& of a 
that is adorable in him; becauſe he doth no 
_ diſcover the leaſt Beam of his Glory there 
nor appear in the Water of Baptiſm an 


more than in other Waters, as hath bee 


proved in the ſecond Propofition : Even ſ 

we are not obliged to worſhip Jzsvs CHRIS 
in the Hoſt with external Adoration, al 
though he be there in reſpe& of his Man 
hood too: Becauſe Jzsvs CHRIST doth no 
_ diſcover any Beam of his Glory there; no 


_ doth he appear in the conſecrated Hoſts, any |: 
more than in thoſe that are not conſecrated}. 
For no Man can diſtinguiſh the one from th 


other. And as for his Manhood, which | 


_ pretended to be there inviſibly ; I ſay tha 
there is no ſenſible Mark of its Preſence]. 


and conſequently nothing that obligeth us tc 
external Worſhip, for the ſame Reaſon as i 
already alledged. For if the invifible Pre 


ſence of the Godhead, divine Perſon, and dil hi 
vine Attributes of Jzsvs CHRIST, (which 
are of themſelves adorable, ) do not oblige 


us to external Worſhip, in the Water of Bap 


'tiſm ; why ſhould the Manhood of JES vs 


Cari Sr, (which is not of itſelf adorable, 


y — 4 


*— 


_ oblige us to external Adorgtion, though it 
PO YT rm Re a wen 
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were in the Hoſt: It being there only, ( as 
they ſay) inviſibly ? In a Word; They muſt 


ſhew us the Diſparity, and tell us the Rea- 
ſon why they are not obliged to adore Jzsvs 
CryRIsT with external Worſhip, in the Wa- 
ter of Baptiſm ; ( though he be really there 

reſent, in reſpect of all that is adorable in 
= V2. in reſpe& of his Godhead, his 
divine Perſon, and his divine Attributes ; ) 
and yet are obliged to worſhip Jzsvs CHRIS 


in the Hoſt, with an external Worſhip : 


Though nothing renders him more adorable 


there, .than in the Water of Baptiſm. 
6. To this the Jeſuit St. Rigant (one of 


the moſt learned of his Order,) Anſwers, 


That although there be nothing in the con- 
ſecrated Hoſt that renders him more ador- 
able than in the Water of Baptiſm ; yet 


there is ſomething in the Hoſt which oblig- 
eth us to external Worſhip, which is not in 
the Water of Baptiſm. Becauſe, faith he, 


the Manhood of Jzsvs CHR Ist is in the Hoſt, 


and is there inſtead of a Ray of Glory: 
And GOD. will be adored. in all Places 


where the Manhood perſonally united to the 
Godhead, is preſent. But in the Water of 
Baptiſm Jzsvs CHñRISH diſcovers no Beam of 


his Glory; and his Manhood ( which is E- 


hic quivalent to a Ray of Glory,) is not there. 


7. To this I reply, That the Rays or 


Beams of Glory which oblige us to external 


Adoration in a certain Place, muſt be-ſenfi- 
bly in that Place. And therefore, fince the 


i Manhood of Jzsus Caxisr, which is pre- 


tended 


— 


* 
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tended and ſuppoſed to'be really preſent in 
the Hoſt, is neither viſible nor ſenfible ; 
It cannot be equivalent to a Beam of Glory, 
To which I add, that as the Godhead and 
divine Perſon of Jzs&vs CHRIST, which are 
equally preſent in the Water of Baptiſm, and 
in the Hoſt; do not oblige us to external 
Worſhip, for this only Reaſon, 922. Becauſe 
they do not diſcover any Ray of their Glory 


there: So neither doth the Manhood of Jx- 


sus ChRISTH (pretended and ſuppoſed to be 
really preſent in the Hoſt,) oblige us to ex- 
ternal Adoration, for this only Reaſon, 9222. 
becauſe it appears not there, nor diſcovers 
any Ray of its Glory. Laftly, I affirm, that 


(by the very Doctrine and Practice of the 


Romzſh Church it ſelf,) we are not obliged 


to adore Jxsvs CHR ISH in all Places where: 


his Manhood is. Becauſe (as the Romzſb 


Doctors confeſs,) we are not obliged to adore 


Ixsus CHRIST in that Hoſt which the Prieſt 


hath newly eaten, and whoſe Accidents are 


not yet deſtroyed; nor in that Hoſt which is 
locked up in the Cupboard that 1s on the Al. 


tar; nor in that Hoſt which a Prieſt carries 
under his Cloak to a ſick Perſon in the Coun · 


o 


8, To this the ſame Jeſuit unfwere, Thull 


although the Glory of Chriſt's Manhood ap- 


pears not to our bodily Eyes, yet it appears|F<s 


to the Eyes of our Soul, 78. to our Faith. 
For the greateſt Glory of Chriſt's Manhood 


0: 
ec 


cConſiſts in its being perſonally united to the x5 
Godhead, and in being ſuſtained in 8 wal 
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in ar Manner by the Word. Suppoſe then, ſays 
he, that Jesvs Cnkxisr be in the Hoſt; we 
y. Jare ſure that it is perſonally united to the 
id | Godhead: And conſequently the Glory of 
re Chriſt's Manhood (which conſiſts in this 
ad perſonal Union, ) doth certainly appear to our 
al Faith; which is ſufficient to oblige us to an ex- 
[fe Eternal Adoration of ISS CHRISFH in the Hoſt. 
ll 9. To this I reply, That there is a two- 
E- Ifold Glory of GOD and of JzsvsCnrisr, or 
be of his Manhood: azz. The one Eſſential, 
ex- Ilnternal, and hid from our Senſes ; the other 
1. Accidental, External, and apparent to our 
ers Senſes. The eſſential and internal Glory of 
hat GOD, which is hid from our Senſes, conſiſts 
in the Eminence of his Perfections, which 
are, to be Infinite, Almighty, moſt Wiſe, Sc. 
And the accidental and external Glory of 
GOD, which appears to our Senſes, conſiſts 
Joreſſlin ſome miraculous and extraordinary Effect 
ieftIvhich is ſenfible : As when GOD cauſed a 
 arefBuſh to burn, without being conſumed; when 
h isdde pronounced his Oracles from above the 
 A1-Mercy-ſeat ; and when (being made Man, 
rriesnd having manifeſted himſelf in the Fleſh) 
oun- e commanded the Winds and the Waves, 

aſt out Devils, raiſed the Dead, Sc. But 
That affirm, that we are not obliged to Worſhip 
1 ap-MoOD with an external Adoration in all Pla- 
Jears<3 where he is, in his eſſential and internal 

aith. Plory only; although it appears to our Faith: 
hood Becauſe GOD. being every-where, with his 
o the fential and internal Glory; we ſhould be 
eculi-Pblig d to Worſhip him with an external Ado- 
a | | ration 
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ration in Trees, in Beaſts, yea, and in De. 
vils too: Which is abſurd. But we are on- 2p 
_ Jy: obliged to Worſhip GOD with external F 
Worſhip, in all Places where he makes his; 
effential and internal Glory appear by ſome 
accidental and external Glory; vis. by ſome 
miraculous or extraordinary Effect, which iH his 
ſenfible and equivalent to a Ray of Glory: 
As appears by what is ſaid in the firſt Pro. 
poſition. In like Manner, the perſonal Uni 
on of the Godhead and Manhood being aff 
eſſential Glory of Jzsvs CHRIST, and an in- 
. ternal Glory of his Manhood, wholly hid fron 
our Senſes; doth not oblige us to the exter: 
nal Adoration of Jzsvs CHRIS, although i: 
certainly appears to our Faith: Except it be 
accompanied with an external and fenfibl: 
Glory. For if the eſſential and intern: 
Glory of the Godhead and divine Perſon « 
Tz8vs CHRIST, which appear equally to ou 
Faith, in the Water of Baptiſm, Joe oblig 
us to an external Adoration of Jzsus CHR 181 
except it be accompanied with an accidenti 
external, and ſenfible Glory: Why ſhoulh 
the internal Glory of Chris Manhood, whid 
is infinitely beneath the internal and efſentiÞ 
al Glory of the Godhead, and appears pr: 
ſent to the Faith of thoſe of the Romi, 
Church; oblige them to the external Adori 
ration of JESUS CHRIST, if it be fſeperatp 
from all external and ſenfible Glory? Tothiſſe,; ; 
I add, That (according to the Doctrine ani 
Practice of the Romiſh Church) we are nf 
obliged to adore Jzsvs CHRISTH with exte! 


— 14 
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nal Adoration in all Places where the perſo- 
e. nal Union of the Manhood with the Word, 
n. ¶ appears to the Faith of thoſe of that Church. 
UE For we are not obliged to adore JesvsCurigr 
hi in that Hoſt which a Prieſt hath newly ſwal- 
me lowed; nor in that Hoſt which is locked up; 
meg nor in that Hoſt which a Prieſt carries under 
his Cloak to a fick Perſon in the Country: 
Although the eſſential Glory of Jzsvs 
nals, and the internal Glory of his 
Manhood, (which this Jeſuit makes to con- 
fiſt in the perſonal Union of the Manhood 
with the Word ;) appear certain to the Faith 
of thoſe of the Roſh Church.  _ 

10. To this the Jeſuit anſwers, That (as 
Wit we would obtain any Grace from God, con- 
fidered as he really exiſts in a Stone; we 
ſhould be Sts 24 to Proſtration and exter- 
nal Worſhip of the Godhead really preſent 
in that Stone:) So, if we would obtain any 
race from Jzsvs CnRIST really exiſting in 
Wine Hoſt ; we are obliged to approach unto 

t with Reverence and external Adoration. 
And conſequently we are obliged to Wor- 
ſhip Jzsvs Car8T in the Hoſt, with exter- 
nal Adoration; whenſoever we would obtain 
any Grace from him, as he exiſts in the Hoſt. 

11. To this I reply, That as we are ne- 
er obliged to beg Grace of GO D, as he 
exiſts in a Stone, except he diſcovers ſome 
Beam of his Glory there; (for it is ſuffici- 
nt to beg Grace of GOD, conſidered as he 
xiſts in Heaven, where he appears in his 
e Plorious Majeſty ; according to the 2 

| | man 
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mand of Jzsvs CnRIsT, when ye. Pray, hi. 
ſay, Our Father which art in Heaven, and 
according to the Command of the Apoſtle, 
lift up your Hearts :) So we are never oblis- 
ed to beg Grace of GOD, or JESUS CHRISIV, 
confidered as exiſting in the Hoſt ; becauſe 
he diſcovers no Ray of his Glory there : But 
it is ſufficient to beg Grace of GOD, or ple 
Jzsvs Chalsr, conſidered as exiſting in abi 
Heaven ; becauſe he always appears there in 
his Glorious Majeſty. Therefore as we are 
never obliged to beg Grace of GOD, conſi- 
dered as exiſting in a Stone; ſo we are ne. 
ver obliged to adore him there. And a; 
we are never obliged to beg Grace of GOD, offi; 
J=svs CHRIS᷑, conſidered. as exiſting in the 
Hoſt ; ſo we are never obliged to adore him ther 
i there, with external Adoration 
| 12. To this the Jeſuit anſwers, Thatlc;,; 
GOD has done many Miracles by his Sa Bec 
4 crament, and in it, both by puniſhing proſe; 
l phane Perſons, and the Deſpiſers of it; andſh. | 
alſo by making a little Child appear upon the 
1 Altar, or Fleſh inſtead of the Bread, or Blood 2, 
I inſtead of the Wine: All which ought to be 
acknowledged as ſo many Rays of the Glory 
of Chriſt's Manhood, and that they everſſl;e;y 
oblige us to the external Adoration of Ixsu 

Curisr, in the Hoſt. aL 
13. To this I reply, That I do not at 
all doubt but that GO D hath many Time 4, 
puniſhed profane Perſons, and the Contem 
ners of this Sacrament, both ordinarily anc 
extraordinarily. For St. Paul 1 Cor. xHILe 
tells us, that many of thoſe that did bore 
tl 


———— + 
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Y, Ichis Sacrament unworthily, were ſick; and 
nd many ſlept, that is, were dead. And St. Cy- 
le, brian (in a Treatiſe of thoſe that fall) ob- 
ig: ſerves GOD'S Judgment againſt wicked and 
profane Perſons, and the Contemners of this 
ue I Sacrament. But as for thoſe Apparit ions of 
ut JIEsus ChRISTH in Form of a Child, and of 
Or WFleſh and Blood, Sc. I look on them as 
in abulous Stories, invented by Monks, and other 
in ſuperſtitious Perſons, about ſeven or eight 
are hundred Years after Chriſt, when the Doc- 
af · Atrine of the real Preſence of Chriſt's Man- 
ne· hood in the Hoſt, began to prevail, and was 
A powerfully oppoſed by GOD'S People in 
0 Fthole Days. 
14. SECONDLY, I ſay, That although 
1MEthere had been ſuch Apparitions, yet we muſt 
[rot infer from thence either the Preſence of 
haiſlChriſt's Manhood, or external Adoration : 
"MBccauſe that is not Chriſt's Fleſh, which 
Jeems to be ſo ; and theſe Apparitions may 
be Illuſions of the Devil. The Jeſuit Ja. 
ques, in Daſput. 193. Chap. 2. ſpeaks thus: 
I anſwer, That which appears is not the 
Fleſh of Chriſt, nor of any other that is re- 
ally Fleſh; but it ig only an Hfigies or Ap- 
rearance-of Fleſh, as St. Thomas ſaith. Aud 
whereas the ſimpiè are decei ved, and do believe 
that Chriſt's Fleſh is there, in a diviſible 
and bloody Manner; it is no great Matter: 
Wind this Deceit muſt, be corrected by the reght 
Inſtruction of the Doftors. Gabriel Biel, 
ana famous Doctor of the Romiſh Church, 
XL 51. upon the Canon of ihe Maſi, 
: G ſaith, 
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faith, that ſuch Apparitions of Fleſh and 
Blood, may le made by the Illuſions of the 
Devil, to decei ve the ſimple; G O D per. 
onetting it to be ſo. And he gives an Exam- 
ple of it, 2/2. That in a Convent of Minor 
Friers at Yſennes in Thuringia, à certain 
Perſon (like unto an Angel) appeared to a 
 Lay-Freer that was preparing himſelf for 
' the Communton, and thruſt into has Mouth 
a Piece of Fleſh, which as ſoon as he had 
 fwallowed, he was poſſeſſed and grievouſly 
rormented by the Devil. The Jeſuit Sua- 
rez, Tom. 3. Diſp. 55. Sect. 3. ſpeaks 
thus: Experience tells us, that by Length of 
Teme this Fleſh and Blood, which appear 
zn the Euchariſt, are changed and corrupt. 
ed. But when this happens, (faith that fa- 
mous Romeſb Doctor Alexander Hales, Sent 
4. Queſt. 11.) It zs a Sign that the Appa- 
ritzon which was mage in that Form, was 
mot made by the Power of GOD, but by 
the Craft of Man. 5 

15. THraDLy, If it were as true, as it 
is falſe, that J=svs CnhRISTH hath appeared 
ſometimes in the Sacrament of the Eucha- 
- rift, in the Form of a little Child, or of 
Fleſh and of Blood: Yet, I ſay, that as 
GOD (when he appeared to Moſes in the 
Buſh rhat burn'd, without being conſum- 
* £d;) was to be worſhipped there, for this 
only Reaſon, becauſe he diſcovered a Beam 
of his Glory, by cauſing the Buſh to burn, 
without being conſumed; but it doth not fol- 


lo that he muſt not be worſhipped in al 
| other 
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„ether Buſhes, (though he be as really in them 
as he was in that ;) for this only Reaſon, 


« becauſe he doth not diſcover in them any Ray 
n. Jof his Glory: So, if Jzsvs CirIsT hath 
V ſometimes appeared viſibly in the Hoſt, 
„ (which I do not grant; I think then he 
\, | ſhould have been Worſhipped, becauſe of ſuch 
„Ja viſible Appearance, which is equivalent to 


a Ray of Glory. But it follows not that J E- 
2 sos Cuaisr muſt be adored in other Hoſts 
where his Manhood appears not, though it 
be really there; for this only Reaſon, becauſe 
k; no Ray of his Glory appcars there. | 
of 16. To the three foregoing Propoſittons E 
add this Argument; which is very confider- 
able: In lawful Adoration, it is requiſite,. 
fa. chat he who adores, be well aſſured that what 
he adores is the true GOD: Elſe he may 


* juſtly be reproached, as Jesvs CHRIST re. 
proached the Woman of Samaria: Te Mor- 


by ſhip ye know not what. Fohn iv. But the 
Romaniſt can never be aſſur'd (according to 
their own Maxime) that the Hoſt which they 
Worſhip is the true GOD; and they have 
na. alway cauſe to ſuſpect that they Worſhip a 
ff Morſel of Bread, inſtead of the Redeemer 
of the World: Becauſe (according to their 
hel on Doctrine) the real Preſence of Chriſt's 
Body in the Hoſt, depends on lawful Conſe- 
his cration; and lawful Conſecration depends on 
the Quality of the Prieſt, and on the pro- 
nouncing the Words of Conſecration, and 
ol on his Intention in pronouncing them. For 
a there is no Conſecration (as they ſay) when 
3 OW kk either. 
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either he who celebrates Maſs is no Prieſt, 
or doth not pronouce the Words that are eſ- 
ſentially requifite to Conſecration; ( vis. 
This is my Body, &c.) or doth not pronounce 
them with Intention to Conſecrate : Andcon- 
ſequently, in theſe Caſes, the Hoſt remains 
meer Bread. But it is impoſſible certainly 
to know theſe three Things: For as for the 
Quality of the Prieſt, he muſt have been 
daptized; and he who baptized him, muſt 
have obſerved the eſſential Form of Baptiſm, 
and have had Intention to baptize him. A- 
gain, he muſt have received Ordination from 
a true Biſhop 3 and the Biſhop muſt have 
obſerved the eſſential Form of Ordination, 
and have had Intention to make him a Prieſt, 
And to make this Biſhop a true Biſhop, he 
mult have been Baptized in due Form, and 
with the requiſite Intention; and muſt have 
received Ordination in due Form, and with 


And they again, for the making them true 
Biſhops, mult. alſo have received Baptiſm 
and Ordination in due Form, and with the 
requiſite Intention from other true Biſhops ; 
and theſe from others, and ſo back to the 
Apoſtles. But who can be aſſured that from 
the Apoſtles, to a Biſhop or Prieſt now a-days, 
there hath been no failing either in the efſen- 
tial Form of Baptiſm, or Ordination, or 
the requiſite Intention? As for the pronounc- 
ing of the Words requiſite for the Conſecrati- 
on, none but the Prieſt can know whether he 


has pronounced them, or not : Becauſe in 
the 


the requifite Intention from other Biſhops. 
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the Celebration of the Maſs, thoſe Words 
are pronounced ſo ſoftly, that no Perſon pre- 
ſent can here them. And as for the Inten- 
tion, it is evident that no Man but himſelf” 
can know it. Beſides, it is known that ſoms 
Prieſts are Magicians, as Lewis Goffrede, 
and other wicked Prieſts, who do neither 
Conſecrate in due Form, nor with the requi- 
ſite Intention; eſpecially ſuch as believe 
nothing of what they profeſs. Yea, divers 
Monks and Prieſts that have been Converted 
to our Religion, have aſſured us, that (for a: 
long time before their Converſion,) they did. 
abhor the Idolatry that was practiſed in the 
Adoration of the Hoſt.. Judge then if ſuch: 
Perſons as theſe had any Intention to Conſe- 
crate in the Celebration of the Maſs. 

1). The Romzſh Doctors have ſought alt 
the Remedies imaginable to prevent this. 
Danger. Pope Adrian, in Pucſt. 3. ſpeaks 
thus: In the Adoration of the Euchariſt, 
there is always a tacite Condition, vin. If. 
the Conſecratzon be duly made; as hath: 
been decided in the Council of Conſtanes :. 
otherwiſe they could not be excuſed from Ido- 
latry, that worſhip the Hoſt, when the Prieſt: 
pretends to Celebrate, bur Celebrates not; or: 
pretends to Celebrate, and it no Praeeſt: As at 
many times happens. Oblerve theſe Words: 
lit many times happens. ] For they ſhew that 
there is great csuſe of doubting, and that 
much Caution is to be nſed. For, as [if a. 
Woman, in her Husbands Abſence, ſhould: 
ſay to a Man that comes to her, and tells here 

| G 3 he: 
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he is her Husband, (and ſhe hath probable 
Grounds to ſuſpect him,) F thou art my 
Husband, I will receive thee; and thereup- 
on endeavours to clear it before ſhe admits 
him to any Privacy ;)] this Condition frees 
her Promiſe from Blame : But if ſhe gives 
her ſelf up to him before ſhe clears this 
doubt; ſaying, I wall receive thee, if thoy 
art my Husband ; this Condition doth not 
free her Action from Blame, but ſhe will be 
reputed an Adultereſs : Even ſo, if a Man, 
to whom an Hoſt is propoſed to be adored, 
(and he hath Reaſon to doubt whether it 
ought to be adored,) ſhould only ſay, -1f ron 
art Chriſt, T will adore thee; and ſhould 
not adore it before he be well aſſured of it: 
This Condition would render him blame- 
leſs. But if, notwithſtanding this Doubt, he 
adores it: This Condition, LF thou art 
Chriſt, I adore thee,] doth not exempt him 
from the Crime of Idolatry. For to what 
Purpoſe is the Condition, whether it be tacite 
or expreſs'd, [ 1 adore thee, if thou art 
Chriſt; ] becauſe he aQually adores it, whe- 
ther it be ſo or not. 

18. To what hath been ſaid, I add, That 
the PRIMITIVE CHurcn never adored the 
Hoſt, nor believed that the Body and Blood 
of Chriſt were —_— and inviſibly in the Sa- 
crament of the Euchariſt. For if the Cur1- 
8TIANS of the PRIMITIVE Cyurcn had be- 
lieved it, they had furniſhed the Heathens 
with ſpecious Pretences to excuſe the Idola- 
try of their Image-worſhip, and to retort up- 
0 | | on 
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on the CRRISTIANS thoſe very Arguments 
which they had made uſe of againſt them. 

19. Fi RST, The Heathens did maintain 
that their Idols were compoſedof two Things; 
212. of a viſible Image, and an inviſible Dei- 


ty dwelling in it. They bring their Gods 


(faith St. Chryſoſtom in T heodoret. in Atrep.) 
into their baſe Images of Wood and Stone; 
and ſhut them up there, as in a Priſon. Tour 
Gods (ſaith Arnobzus, Book 6.) Dwell in 
Plaiſter, and baked Earth: And (that they 
may make theſe Materials more venerable, ) 


they ſuffer themſelves to be ſhut up, and to 


remain hid and detained in an obſcure Pri- 
fon. But might not the Heathens have juſt- 
ly replied to the Ancient Cyr 1sTIANS, if 
they had believed what the Romiſb Doctors 
do now a-days: And do not you believe the 
deny ſame of your Hoſt; that it i compoſed 
of two Things, viz. of the viſible Spectes of 
Bread, and the inwifible Body of Chriſt, 
which ig hid under the Speczes ? Doth not 
your Chriſt dwell in baked Dough? (and that 
he may mak? a Piece of Bread more Vene- 
rable,) doth he not ſuffer hamſelf to be ſhut 
up; and doth he not remain hid as in a 
ey: _ N 

20, SECONDLY, The Heathens held, 
that Conſecration was the means whereby 
the Deity, which they adored, was made 
preſent in the Image. So Tertullian (in bis 
Apolog. Chap. 12.) faith, I find nothing ro 
object againſt Images, but that the Matter 
of them i ſuch as our Prying-Pans. and 
P 175 „ Kettles 
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Kettles are made of, which changeth its De. 
ſtiny by Conſecration. And Mimnutins Fe- 
lix ſpeaks thus of a Pagan Image: Behold, i. 
es Melted, Forged, Faſhioned; and yet itis 
not a GOD. Behold, it i Gilded, Finiſh- 
ed, Erefted; and yet 2s not a GOD. Behold, 
it ts Adorned, Conſecrated, and Worſhipped ; 
and then it zs a GOD. And Arnobins, in 
Book 6. Dedication or Conſecration makes 
them dwell in Images. They refuſe not to 
dwell in Habitations of Earth: Or rather, 
berng forced to go into them by te right of 
Dedication; they are Incorporated and join. 
ed to the Images. But might not the Hex 
thens have replied to the ChRISTI ANs thus? 
e find it juſt fo in your Euchariſt ; viz. 
That the Signs are of the ſame Matter with 
our common Bread and Wine, but change 
their Deſtiny by Conſecratzon. Behold, it i; 
Kneaded, and Moulded; and yet it 2s not 
GOD. Behold, it iy baked in the Oven; 
and yet it is not GOD. Behold, it is Con- 
ſecrated and adored; and then it 1j GOD. 
For your Chriſt doth not refuſe to enter into 
theſe Earthly Matters : Or rather, being 
forced to go into them, by the Raght of 
Conſecration, he is incorporated and joined 
to the Species of the Bread and Wine. 

21. THIR DL v, The Heathens had both 
great and little Images; and did believe 
that the Deity which they worſhipped, was 
as well in the little, as in the great ones. 


Arnobius in Book 6. (contra Gentes) jeers ff 
them for this, ſaying, That, 1 zherr _ ; 
| | A 
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2. | had their great and little Tmages, in which 
they dwelt : They muſt needs be ſtreighten d 
it fl for want of Room in the little ones; where- 
asc, in the great ones, they might ſtretch 
- i themſelves out at their full Length. But 
d, might not the Heathens have reproached the 
; E CurIsTiANs of thoſe Times in the ſame 
in Manner; f they had believed that Ixs us 
cs | CarisT had been wholly contained, as well 
to in a little Hoſt, as in a great one; and as 
, ¶ well in the leaſt Part of the Hoſt, as in 
of he greateſt? | 
N 22. LAST LV, The Heathens were re- 
a- proached for worſhipping Wood and Stone, 
is? the Work of Mens Hands; Things that 
iz. ¶ cannot ſee, hear, ſmell, taſte, breath, ſpeak, 
th or move; Things expoſed to Age, Ruſt, 
29% Corruption, Duſt, Falling, Break ing, Burn- 
ing, Sc. to the Injuries of Worms, Mice, 
not and other Beaſts: Subject to the Power of 
51; Enemies; to be ſtolen, locked up, c. As 
on-. you may read in Arnobzns, Lanctantius, 
D. ¶ Aſinutius Felzx, and other ancient Doctors 
to Hof the Church. But if thoſe ancient Car1- 
2118 err Ads had believed what the Romaniſts do 
/ now; might not the Heathens have replied 
thus? And can you deny that the Hoſt which. 
yu Worſhip, is the Work of a Man's Hand 
that Moulded it, and gave it ſuch a Form 
War Pleaſed him; and then Conſecrated it with 
certain Word, to make your Chriſt come whole 
Band entzre into it? Do nor you adoreyour Hoſt, 
which neither ſees, nor hears, nor ſmells, nor 
reaths, nor walks, nor ſpeaks, nor moves? 
3 1s 
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Is not your Hoſt ſubje& to Age, Duſt, Fall. 
ing, Burning: To Worms, to Mice, and o- 4 
ther Beaſts? Is it not ſulject to be taken 14 
away, ſtolen, locked up, &c. But if it be” 
faid, that the Accidents of the Hoſt are on- 0 
ly ſubje& to theſe Inconveniencies, and not I 
Ixsuvs ChRISH that is under them: I anfwer, 
that the Heathens had ſaid the ſame; 78. Y/** 
That their Gods were not ſubje& to theſe % 
Inconveniencies, but the Images only in which 
they were. For in Arnobzns his 6th Book, tho 
they ſpeak thus: Je believe not the Copper, 
Gold, and Silver, whereof the Images are 
made, to be Gods and Deities, that (of 
themſelves) deſerve Adoration. But in V 
theſe Materials we adore what ſacred De. Nac 
dication introduceth, and cauſeth to dwell The 


an the Images. dy 
| | | Wat 
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Againſt the taking away of the Cup. jo 


1. en E taking away of the EuchsſWing ; 
2 T 8 riſt ical Cup, was Eſtabliſhed a Coui 
San Article of Faith, by the Ro. 2. 

| miſch Church Repreſentative alſo & 
ſembled in Council at Conftancepoſe 

Anno 1415, Sefton 13. in a Canon, the chilfthis_ 
Clauſes whereof are theſe. Since that ii Com 
divers Parts of the World there be ſome 
20 raſhly preſume to ſay, that Chriſtia 
People ought to partake of the ä 
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It. the Euchariſt, under both the Species of the 
Bread and Wine: This preſent Holy Gene- 
„ral Council of Conſtance, lawfully aſſemblied 
be ia the Name of the Holy Ghoſt, being deſi- 
rous to provide for the Safety of the Faith- 


On- „ = 

not al, againſt this Error; doth therefore De- 
er. Naare, Decree, and Determine, that although 
„ IIssvs Cunisr did adminiſter this venera- 


fo e Sacrament to his Diſciples under both 
ch Ne Specier of Bread and Wine; and al- 
jþ ongh in the PRIMITIVE CHURCH the 
Faithſul did receive the Sacrament under 
both Species: Tet, notwithſtanding that, 
(of (for the avoiding of certain Dangers and 
Scandals,) this Cuſtom, which was zntro- 
duced with Reaſon, onght to be kept ; viz. 
7 hart Prieſts that ſay Maſs, ſhall communt- 
care under both the Species of Bread and 
Wine : But that Lny-Perſons ſhall commu- 
= iicate under the Spectes of Bread only. 
And they that ſhall ſay the contrary, ought 
to be expelled as Hereticks, and grievonſly 
punzſhed by their Biſhops, or their Officials. 
This Canon was confirmed by the ſucceed- 
hafſing Romzſh Councils, and particularly by the 
Council of Trent. | 
Ro. 2. AG AIXS r ſo horrible a Canon, and 
alſo ſtrange a Law, it is very difficult to op- 
ace poſe any Thing. For, if you tell them that 
11clEthis Law is contrary to the Inſtitution and 
Command of Jzsuvs CnRISH; they freely con- 
Neis it: Since that although Jzsvs CHRIST 
did inſtitute and adminiſter the Euchariſt 
Funder both Species; yet they will not have 


it 
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it ſo practiſed. If you tell them this Law 
is contrary to the Command of St. Paul, 
and the Practice of the PRIMITIVE 
CHURCH ; they ingeniouſly own it: For 
they openly declare, that although the Faith- 
ful in the PRIMITIVE CHURCH did re- 
ceive the Sacrament of the Euchariſt under 
both Species; yet they that practiſe it thus, 
ought to be expelled and puniſhed as Here- 
ticks. This is the true Way of ending all 
Controverſies, and of keeping us from dif- 
puting with them. For example, If we al- 
ledge that St. Paul, (1 Tim. iv.) faith, that 
they who forbid to Marry, and command to 
abſtain from Meats ; do teach the Doctrine 
of Devils: They need only anſwer, That 
although St. Paul doth ſay fo, yet we mult 
not believe it; becauſe the Romzſh Church 
hath determined otherwiſe. Again, If we 
alledge that the ſame Apoſtle, Epheſ. ii. 
ſaith, that wwe are ſaved by Grace, through 
Faith; and that not of our ſelves, it ig the 


Gift of GOD: Not of Works, leaſt any 
Man ſhould boaſt. They need only anſwer, 


That although this was written by the Apo- 


1 
1483 


the Romiſh Church hath determined, that 
we are ſaved by Works and Faith, as com- 
ing from our ſelves, and from the ſtrength 
of our own free Will. And now I leave you 


to judge whom we ought to follow : Whether 
theſe lying Doctors; or Jzsvs CHRIST, and 
his Apoſtles. But that which I find all over 
ulterable is this, 97S. that they accuſe of 
Raſhneſs, 


unſi 


yet we muſt not believe it; becauſe; 
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Raſhneſs, Error, and Hereſie, thoſe that (by 
obeying JIxsus CrrisrT, and his A poſt les, 
and following the Practice of the PRIMITIVE 
Cave.cn, do affirm that we ought to par- 
take of the Cup, as well as of the Bread.) 
A gan, I find it an intolerable Piece of Im- 
pudencd, that they boaſt of ſo much of Anti- 
quity, and of the Conformity of their Creed 
tb that of the PRIMITIVE CuuRch; and 
jet can ſo” openly Renounce both, in this 
chief and principal Point of Doctrine. 

3. HE AE the Romiſh Doctors now a-days 
think-toſhelrer themſelves; by telling us that it 
i true that TRS US CHRIST did inſtirute 
the Sacrament, under both the Species of 
Bread and Wine; and that the PRIMI- 
11vE C Huch did ſo celebrate it, not by any 
preſs: Command of Jesus CHRIST, and 
his: Apoſtles, but meerly by Eccleſiaſtical 
Policy; which may be changed; as ſeveral 
Oecations and Circumſtances require. And 
they add, That it is ſufficient to obſerve that 
which" is of the Eſſence of the Sacrament 5 
dis. to reeeive the Body and Blood of Chriſt: 
But that the Church may change that which 
8 accidental, 7. te receive them undef 
both the Species, or under one Species only: 
For they will have it, that the Blood of 
Chriſt is under the Species of Bread, by 
Contomitance; and that his Body is un“ 
der the Species of the Wine, by Concomi- 
tanee: Becauſe [ESsuSs CHRIST being 
now- glorious, his Body and Blood cannot b& 
ſeparated. | 3 | | 

| H 4. T0 
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4 To this I reply, Firſt, That there is 
an expreſs Command of JESUS CHRIST to 
take the Cup, and drink: St. Matth. xxvi. 
Drin ye all of at. To this the Romiſh 
Doctors anſwer, That the Word [.4//] doth 
not extend to all Men: For then we ſhould 
Jay that the Euchariſtical Cup ought to be 
given to Turks, Jeaus, and all other uff. 
.dels. And they add, that the Word [.4//] 
doth not extend to all thoſe that are of the 
Body of the Church of. the Ele& : For then 
the Euchariſtical Cup ſhould be given to lit. 
tle Children whom GO D hath elected to 
Eternal Life. But they ſay, the Word [All 
jñs extended only to all thoſe to whom Jzsvs 

CrnrIsT gave the Cup; 272. to the Apo- 
Mles, conſidered as they were Paſtors. 

FJ. To this I reply, that although Jxsus 
Cur isr gave this Command to drink of the 
Euchariſtical Cup, to his Apoſtles only ; yet 
we muſt know in what Quality they received 
this Command. But it was not in the Qua- 
lity of Apoſtles; for then none but Apoſtles 
could partake of the Cup: And there being 
now no more Apoſtles, it ſhould be quite 
taken away; and ſo Maſs could be no more 
celebrated. And it was not in Quality of 
Paſtors, or ſacrificing Prieſts: For JES use 
CRRISTH was then the only Sacrificer, as 
the Romiſh Doctors ſay ; and the Apoſtles 
did not then exerciſe the Function of ſacri- 
ficing Prieſts. Beſides, it belongs to Paſtors, 
and thoſe that. adminiſter the Sacraments, 
being publick Perſons, to give; and to pri-. 

8 vate 


of 


s 

as 
tles 
icri- 
tors, 
nts, 
pri- 
vate 


the Euchariſt, are obliged by the Command 
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vate Perſons to receive only. But the Apo- 
files in the celebration of the Euchariſt, did 
only receive of Jesvs CHRIST, their Maſter 
and Paſtor. Therefore they received the- 
Command to drink of the Cup, as they were 
Believers. Whence it follows, that all the 

Faith ful that partake of the Sacrament of 


of IEsus CHRIST, to drink of the Cup. 80 
then the Romzſh Doctors are miſtaken;. when 
they tell us, that none but Prieſts that ſacri- 
fice, have a Right to drink of the Cup; and 
that thoſe Prieſts who do not ſacrifice, muſt 
communicate under the Species of the Bread. 
only ; for at that Time the Apoſtles did not 
ſacrifice, To this may be added, that if 
the Command of Jzs&vs Carer, Drin ys 
all of it,] was ſpoken to Paſtors only, becauſe 
they to whom Chriſt ſpake were Paſtors ; 
then it follows, that the Command of Jzsvs- 
CnRIsT. [Z ake, eat, ] was ſpoken to Paſtors 
only; becauſe they to whom JESsVYSs CREIST 
ſpake were Paſtors. And ſo the People will 
not be obliged by any Command, to com- 
municate under the Species of the Bread; 
and conſequently will be wholly deprived of 
the Sacrament : Which is very abſurd, and 
contrary to Chriſtian Religicn. | 

6. SECONDLY, I ſay, That in 1 Cor. xi. 
there is an expreſs Command to all the 
Faithful, to drink of the Cup, in theſe Words: 
Let a Man examine himſclf, and ſo let him 
eat of this Bread, and drink of this Cup. 
In which Words the Apoſtle ſpeaks to all- 

6 H 2 | to- 
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to all Believers, who, no doubt, have cauſe 
to examine themſelves. And this is appa- 
rent, becauſe St. Paul direQs his Epiſtle 
(and conſequently theſe Words,) to all thoſe 
of the Church of Corznth, as well Lay-men 
as Eccleſiaſtical: For in Chap. 1. he Directs 
it to all that in every Place call upon the 
Name of Jtsvs CHRISH our Lord. To this 
I add, That Jz=svs CHRIS TH doth not only 
. fay, [4s often as you eat this Breag,} but 
alſo [ag often as ye drank this Cup, ye do ſbew 
zhe Lords death tall he come.) So that we 
do as much commemorate Chriſt's death, by 
_ Partaking of the Cup in the Euchariſt ; as 
we do by partaking of the Bread. And this 
is very proper : For fince that not only the 
Dody Of Cnriſt Was broken, but alſo. his 
Blood ſhed on the Croſs; and that in every 
Propitiation and Expiation for Sin, the effi- 
fion of Blood was very confiderable, (becaule 
it repreſents Death better than any thing elle 
doth.) It is certain that they do not cele- 
brate the Death of Chriſt as they ought ; 
that do not partake of this Part of the Ss 
crament, whereby only we commemorate the 
effuſion of Chriſt's Blood. | | 

7. TRHIRDI , I ſay, That in the Dil 
pute about the Euchariſt, our Adverſaries dc 
alledge to us the Words of Jzsus CHRISI 


drink the Blood of the Som of Man; ye bau 


20 Life in you. Why then do they deprive 
the People of Life, by taking the Cup tron 


them, and hindering them from tellic 
; = 
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ſel And it is not at all to the Purpoſe here, to 
a- alledge Concomitance, and to tell us, that 
le by taking Chriſt's Pody under the Species of 
ill the Bread, we take his Blood alſo; becauſe - 
en tis inſeparable from his Body. For, to this 
ts 1 anſwer, Firſt, That to take Chriſt's Blood 
le in taking the Hoſt, is not to drink it. But 
d Jssvs CHRIST faith expreſly, Except a Man © 
ly drank his Blood, he hath no Life in him. 
ut Secondly, I ſay, That although in ſome- 
208 Places by the Body, ſhould be meant the 
well Body and Blood too, yet it could not- 
byll be in thoſe Place where a manifeſt Diſtin- 
all tion is made between the Body and the 
nis Blood. But in the Sacrament of the Eu- 
hc chariſk this Diſtinction is very apparent; for 
bl Jes vs Canis gave firſt the Sacrament and 
ery Sign of his Body, in theſe Words, ---- Take, 
Tu. eat, hig is my Body, which is broken for- 
50%. And then, ſeparately, the Sacrament. 
oof his Blood, in theſe Words, Drink ye. 
ele all of zr7 ; for this 2s my Blood,--- which is 
Med for you.---And hie not only ſpeaks of them 
ſeparately, but repreſents them as really ſe- 
parated in his Death: For he ſaith,— my - 
Body broken for you, aud my Blood ſhed for + 
Jo. In which Words there is no Place 
for Concomitance. For the Body broken by 
divers Wounds, doth not contain the Blood; 
and the. Blood being ſhed, is not contained 
Fin the Body. Alſo our Ad verſaries affirm, . 
rivq that the Sacramental Words do operate that 
romwhich they ſignify. But by their own Con- 
ng Fiction, they ſignify the ſeparation of Chriſt's; 
And it 3 Body 
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Body from his Blood; as Card. Perron ac- 
knowledgeth, in his Reply to the King of 
Great-Britain, Page 1108. in theſe Words, 
The ſcope of the entireneſs of this. Sacra- 
ment, it, to put us in Mind that this Body 
and this Blood which we receive, were di- 
vided by his Death on the. Croſs : Whence 
| St. Paul ſaith, as oſten as we tat this 
| Bread, and drink this Cup, we fhew the 
Lord's Death till he come, Thardly, I ſay, 
That as he that eats Bread dipt in Wine, 
hath indeed Wine in his Mouth, but doth 
not drink it: So he that ſheuld eat or ſwal- 
low a Conſecrated Hoſt, would: not drink 
Chriſt's Blood, though it were in it. 

8. LasTLy, I ſay, That fince the Sa- 


of the truth of GOD's Promiſes, and that all 
our comfort depends on this Perſuaſion, that 
all GOD's Promiſes are moſt true; it ne- 
ceflarily follows, that as much of the Sacra- 
ment as is taken away, ſo much of the certain- 
ty of this Perſuaſion is Diminiſhed. And'ꝰ tis to 
no Purpoſe to ſay that one Part of the Sacra- 
ment doth as much confirm GOD's Promi- 
ſes, as the whole Sacrament doth. For if it be 
fo, then GOD hath unneceſſarily Inſtituted 
two Sacraments : For it had been enough to 
have Inſtituted Baptiſm only, ſince it is Or- 
dained to confirm G OD's Promiſes. But 
if, for ſuch a Confirmation, two Sacraments 
are better than one; and if two Pledges, and 
and two Seals for that purpoſe, are of more 


Sacra» 


craments were Inſtituted to aſſure us the more 


Conſequence than one alone: Then in one pugh 
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| Sacrament alfo, two Signs are of more weight 
chan one alone; for the Confirmationof GOD's 
„ Promiſes. And fince it is ſaid; St. Lake xxii. 
end 1 Cor. xi. that the Cup is the New 7e- 
fament, and the New Cover ant in the Blood 
- of Chriſt, becauſe it is the Sacrament of it: 
Why then are the People deprived of it? 
9. As for the imaginary Dangers and Scan- 
„e dals which the Romzſh Doctors find in the 
„ Peoples partaking of the Cup; I ſay in Ge- 
e, N neral, that Jesus CHRIST (in whom the Trea- 
hf fures of Wiſdom are hid, and in whom the 
i fulneſs of the Godhead dwells bodily ;) fore- 
ik aw them as well as they: And yet he Inſti- 
tuted and Adminiſtred the Cup, and com- 
a- manded all te drink of it. And St. Paul, 
ne who was extraordinarily inſpired by the Ho- 
x11 ly Ghoſt, doth- (notwithſtanding theſe pre- 
at rended Dangers and Scandals,) command the 
„e- Corinthians, as well Lay Perſons as Ecelefi- 
ra- aſtieal, to drink of the Cup; as hath been 
in- already proved. | | 5:0 
to 10. The firſt inconvenience wh ick our Ad- 
ra- verſaries - find in Peoples eee of the 
ni- Cup, is that they fear they may dip their 
be Mouſtaches in the Chaliee, and ſo the Blood 
ted ok Chriſt may remain on ſome hair of the 
IMouſtache: Alſo they fear: that the Spe- 
cies: of the Wine, and conſequently Chrift's 
ood; may fall to the Ground; and being 
fallen it cannot be gathered up again. : 
| Po-this Fanfwer; Firſt; That Women; Eu- 
fuchs, and ſueh young Men as have no Beards, 


pught not to be excluded; 
| 9 FE 
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SECONDLY, It is better to be without 
Mouſtaches, then without the Participation 
of the whole Sacrament. | 
-  TrinDLy, This inconvenience proceeds 
only from a falſe Suppofition,v2s. that Chriſt's 
Blood is under the Species of the Wine. 
But if the Sacrament of the Euchariſt there 
be nothing but Bread and Wine in Sub- 
ſtance; and any of it fall to the Ground ac- 
cidentally, and not through any Fault of ours : 
This Inconvenience is not great enough to 
violate the Inſtitution and Command of Jx- 
svs ChRISTH and his Apoſtles 
11. TRE ſecond Inconvenience is, That 
It is almoſt impoſlible to obſerve this Law, 
where there is a great Number of People, 
and but one Prieſt, 5 
To this I anſwer, Firſt, That in Places 
where there is much People, as in Cities 
there are divers Prieſts. . 

SECONDLY, If one Prieſt be not enough, 
another muſt be called from ſome neighbour- 
ing Place. EN. 

THIR DL x, That which cannot be done 
in one Day, muſt be done in two or three 
Days; rather than the Command of Jxsus 
CHRIST ſhould be violated, and the Prac- 
tice of the PRIMITIVE Cyuacn abandon'd, 
12. TEE third Inconvenience is, that ſome 
have a naturalAntipathy,or Averſion to Wine; 
and conſequently cannot drink the Cup. 
To this I anſwer, That becauſe corporal 
Actions do depend on certain natural Pow- 
ers; they are ſuppoſed to be commanded to 

| thole 
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thoſe that have natural Powers proper to ex- 
erc iſe thoſe Actions, and to none elſe. For 
example; The hearing of GOD's Word is 
not commanded to deaf Perſons, but to thoſe 
that can hear it. But drinking of Wine is 
a corporal Action, and therefore command- 
ed to thoſe only that can drink it. So that 
if the Cup muſt be taken from all Lay-Peo- 
ple, becauſe ſome of them have a natural 
Antipathy to Wine; then the preaching of 


becauſe ſome of them are deaf and cannot 
hear it. | . 

13. TAE fourth Inconvenience is, That 
there are ſome Countries where no Wine 
grows, as in Lapland, Norway, &c. 


To this I anſwer, Firſt, That although no 


Wine grows in thoſe Countries; yet fome 
may be brought thither. 

SECONDLY, But if none can be brought 
without being ſpoiled, and its Form changed; 
then it is better to ſubſtitute the ordinary 
Drink of the Country, inſtead of Wine. 


TrrinDLy, But if this common Drink 


of the Country may not be ſubſtituted inſtead 


of the Wine; then they that cannot have 


Wine, do abſtain from it, becauſe they are 
forced thereunto. And it is neither Impu- 
dence nor Contempt, to abſtain from a Thing 
commanded by IEs Us ChRISH when it is not 
to be had. But to ordain that they that have 


Wine in Abundance, ſhall abſtain from the 


Cup, is an inſufferable Boldneſs, and a moſt 
unchriſtian Contempt of the Sacrament. 
GCG-H:A P. 
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CHAP. VII. = 
Again ſt the Maß. he 


1. SH E Maſs, according to the Ro- 
2 mist Doctors, is a Sacrifice ofſ! 
£ ey Body 2 3 3 tions 
| Propitiatory for the Sins of the 
e | Licks and the Dead: And fo 
it is defined by the Council of Trent, Seſſi- 
on 22. Againſt ſuch a Maſs we might alledge 
all the Arguments already made Uſe of 2. 
2 Tranſubſtantiation, and the pretended 
reſence of Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt. For 
our Adverſaries confeſs that thoſe Reaſons 
which deſtroy Tranſubſtantiation, and the 
1 Preſence of Chriſt's Body in the 
Joſt, do alſo deſtroy the Maſs. But in thi 
3 we ſhall only uſe ſuch Arguments as 
are direQly againſt the Maſs, and do utterly 
e . 
TRE firt AR GUMEN T is drawn from 
this, 222, that in the Inſtitution and firſt Ce 
lebration of the Euchariſt, J=susCnunisn 
did not ſacrifice nor offer his Body and Blood 
to his Father; as appears by what is menti-Þave 
oned by the Three Evangaliſts, and St. Paul hav 
in which there is not the leaſt Footſtep 4 beſſacrif 
ſeen 
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ſeen of a Sacrifice or Oblation of Chriſt's - 
Body and Blood. This Bellarmzne confeſ- 
ſeth in Book 1. of the Maſs, Chap. 27. in 
theſe Words. T he-Oblation which is made 
after Conſecration, belongs to the Entireneſs . 
of the Sacrament, but 2s not of its Bfſence; 
which 1 prove, becauſe neither our Lord 
wr his Apoſtles did make this Oblation at 
the firſt, as we have demonſtrated out of 
Gragory, The Jeſuit Salmeron in Tom. 13. 
Jof his Commentaries on the Epiſtles of St. 
Paul, makes a Catalogue of unwritten Tradi- 


& tions, in which he puts the Zccleſiaſtical 
hel Hierarc hy, the Worſbipping of Images, the 


aſs, the Manner of ſacreficens, - and the 
Tradition that FESUS CHRIST did 
fer a Sacrifice in the Bread and Vine. 
Card. Baronius, in his Annals on the Tear 
3. freely confeſſeth that the Sacrifice of the 
dor FEuchariſt is an unwritten Tradition. A ſtrange 
ons Thing, that the Maſs, which is the Foun- 
thelllation of the Romiſh Church, (for the Doc- 
thellors require nothing of the People, but that 
histhey ſhould go to Maſs ;) cannot be found to 


s Fave been inſtituted or commanded by I E- 

erlyes CnRISsT. And the Truth is, if Je- | 
vs CHAIsS r (in the Celebration of the Eu- 

romſſtariſt,) had offered unto GOD his Father, : 

Ce-] Sacrifice of his Body and Blood, Propitia- 1 


; s Tory for the Sins of the Living and Dead; 
loodſhen there had been no need, that he ſhould 
enti have been ſacrificed on the Croſs: Becauſe. 
aul having already expiated our Sins in the 
o beſſucrifice of the Euchariſt, ) there was no 
teen nee 
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need he ſhould expiate them again on the 
Croſs. To this I add, that St: Paul, ( Epheſ. 
iv. ment ions the Offices which IJxsus CHRIST 
left his Church when he aſcended into Hea- 
ven, in thefe Words. He, gad ſome, Apoſtles : 
Aud ſome, Prophets : Aud ſome, Evangeliſts: 
Aud ſome, Paſtors and Teachers; But makes 
no Mention at all of the Sacrificers of Chriſt's 
Body and Blood: Nor in 1 Tim. nor in the 
Epiſtle to Titur, when he defcribes the 
Duty to Biſhops, Presbyters, and Deacons ; 
without the leaſt mention of this ſacrificins 
of Chriſt's Body and Blood. | 
3. TAE fecond ARGUMENT is drawn 
from the Definition of a Sacrifice; as: it'isſlhe ] 
given us by our Adverſaries. Card. Bellay. 
mine (in Book 1. of the Maſs, Chap. 2.) de- 4. 
fines it thus: A Sacrifice i an exterual O- ine 
blatzon made to G0 atone,” adhrehy (i 
Acknoꝛuleagment of humane Inirmity, and 
the Di eine Majeſty, ( the lawful Miniſtene B 
conſecrates by a myſtical Ceremony, and dender 
ſtroys * ſomething ſenſible and permanenth R 
From theſe laſt Words, vir. That thelawful 
Mini ſter dleſtroyf fomerbeng ſenſible and per Sec 
manent ;] I form two Arguments which deſhifce 
ſtroy the Sacrifice of the Maſs. ref 
Funk Firſt is this. In every Saerifſee ref) 
the Thing ſacrificed muſt fall under oufh ears 
Senſes; for our Adverſaries ſay it is a ſenſiblſhder 
Thing. But the Body and Blvod of Chriſſ. 5. 
whieh are pretended to be ſacrificed in thſhriſt 
Meſs, under the Accidents of Bread an the 
Wine; de not fall under our Senſes, as W)) t 


fin 
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find by Experience. Therefore the Body 

and Blood of Chriſt, which are pretended 

o be under the Accidents of the Bread and 
wine, are not the Thing ſacrificed. 


erery true Sacrifice the Thing facrifired-mult, 
be utterly deſtroy d: That is, it muſt be ſo, 


vas before; as Bellarmzne ſaith in expreſs. 
Terms in the Place above cited. But in the 
wetended Sacrifice of the Maſs, Chriſt's Body 


CHRIST dieth no more. Rom. vi. There- 
bre in the pretended Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
he Body and Blood of Chriſt ate not the 
Thing ſacrificed. 23 big 288 
4. To theſe two AR GUM EN THS Bella 
Pine ( in Book 1. of the Maß, Ch. 27.) and 
ther Romiſh Doctors, anſwer, that Chriſt's 
ody fimply is not the Thing ſacrificed in 
e Maſs ; but it is Chriſt's Body, as it is, 
nder the Species of Bread: And that it is 
Reference to the Species of the Bread, 
bat Chriſt's Body is ſenſible and viſible. 
| Secondly, They anſwer, That in the Sa- 
nfice of the Maſs, Chriſt's Body is deſtroy d 
reſpect of its ſacramental - Being, but not, 


fic reſpe& of its natural Being. For when it 
"Ol eaten in the Sacrament, it ceaſeth to be 
1b\Sder the Species of the Bread. |, . 

ri z. To theſe Anſwers I reply, Fzx/t, That 
* riſts Body is net viſible by the Species 


the» Bread: Becauſe: (as our Adverſaries 
"= y,): that hides it from us, and hinders us 
n 1 from 


_—_ 
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TRE ſecond ARGUMENT is this. In 


changed, that it muſt ceaſe to be what it, 


ind Blood are not deſtroyed. For F ESUS. 


* : * 
S e 
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from ſceing it. And although a Subſtanceſ “ v 
may be viſible, and cognizable by its Acci 
dents, yet it is never ſo by the Accidents of 
another Subſtance : And conſequently Jzsvs 
Cngisr may be ſaid to be viſible by his 
own' Accidents, and not by the Accidents off 
the Bread, which is juſt alike both in the 
conſecrated and unconſecrated Hoſts. And *tis 
à ridiculous Shift, to ſay that Chriſt's Bod 
is vifible under the Species of Bread, be 
cauſe that Species is viſible. For as we can.] 
not ſee Wine that is in a Hogſhead, be 
cauſe we ſee the Hogſhead; and we cannot 
lee Money that is in a Purſe cloſed, becauſe 
ve ſee the Purſe : So neither can we ſee the 
Body under the Species of the Bread, becauſe 
we ſee the Bread'; for our Adverſaries ſay 
that Species hinder us from. ſeeing it. 
- 6. Secondly, I ſay, That by the ſacramentaſſiere 
Being, is underſtood only an accidental Being 7 
of JES US CRHIRS T ; (for Example, his Pre 0 
ence in the Sacramentz) or elſe, beſides that ne 
is underſtood his ſubſtantial Being too. Ii mh 
his ſubſtantial Being alſo be underſtood, (fince Mow 
the ſubſtantial Being of a Thing, is nothing 90 
elſe but its Subſtance and Nature; ) then if den, 
will follow, that if JIxsus CnnisT be deftroy : 
ed in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt, in re 8 
ſpect of his ſubſtantial Being; he muſt all aeg 
be deftroyed in reſpect of his natural Be e 
ing: Which is contrary to what the Apoſtle will. 
| faith, Rom, xvi FESUSCHRTS a . 
en no more. If an accidental: Being of JI 
ä | F 4 8 U 
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Js CHR I x be only underſtood, (for Ex- 


Ichefe Abfurdities will follow, 922. 


not of Jesvs CHRIS H: Becauſe the Preſence 


himſelf, but an Accident of him. | 


Jan Accident :) Which is contrary to the De- 


becauſe there's only an Accident deſtroyed, 


ample, his Preſence in the Sacrament;)then 


Firſt, Taar that the Sacrifice of the Maſs - 
will be the Sacrifice of an Accident only, and 


of Jes vs CHRIS r, is not Jesvs CHRIS 


Secondly, I r will follow, That the Sacri- 
fice of the Maſs, and that of the Crofs, will 
not be the ſame Sacrifice, in reference to the 
Thing ſacrificed : (becauſe Jzsvs Canrisr and 
his Preſence are not the ſame Thing; JESUS 
Cur Is r being a Subſtance, and his Preſencs 


cifion of the Council of Trent, which has 
determined that the Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
and that of the Croſs, are the ſame, in Re- 
ference to the Thing ſacrificed. * 0 

Thirdly, I x will follow, That the Thing 
which is deſtroyed in the Sacrament, is not 
the ſame with that which is produced there; 


whereas a Subſtance was produced by Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, which is a ſubſtantial Conver- 
ſion, as hath been fufficiently proved. 
Fourthly, Ir will follow, That the Sacri- 
fice of the Maſs will be offered in the Prieſt's 
Stomach only; becauſe this Preſence is not 
deſtroyed till the Prieſt hath eaten the Hoſt; 
And conſequently the Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
will be offered after the Maſs ; for this Pre- 
lence is only deſtroyed by the Deſtruction of 
1 the 


_ 
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the Accidents, and commonly theſe Ace ident ce 
are not deſtroyed till after Maſs is ſaid. C 
Fifthly, Ir will follow, That the Juſtice off ul 
GOD will ceaſe to be theſame. For where N 
as heretofore it could not be fatisfied but by 8a 
the Death of Chriſt, and by the Deſtruct ion w! 
of his natural Being: Now GOD is appeaſed off 
our Sins expiated, and GOD's Juſtice ſatiſY} wi 
fied, by the Deſtruction of his Sacramentall Ba 
Being only. For they will have it, that thelſſ| of 
Sacrifice of the Maſs is propitiatory for theſſſ eit 
Sins of the Living and the Dead | we 
7. Tur Third ArRGumeNT is drawn from the 
theſe Words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. [ zerÞ . 
xxii. & xxiii. ] Almoſt all Things are by theſſ fto 
Law purged with Blood, and wit hour fled T+ 
Aug off Blood id 10 Remifſion. It was there wi 
fore neceſſary that the Patterns of Things u 
in 


iu the Heavens, ſhould be purified with theſe: 
"2118 the Heavenly T hangs themſelves, abi the 
Setter Sacrifices than theſe. From which IN er 
form this AnGumEnT. There is no Pro- , 
ere or Remiſſion of Sins, without ſhed- fo 
ing of Blood; as the Apoſtle ſaith : But mi 
in the Maſs there is no ſhedding of Blced; uon 
for it is called an unbicady Sacrifice, Tbere- Ap. 
ſore in the Maſs there is no Propitiation, or (by 
Remiſſion of Sins; and conſequently no pro. Cox 
pitiatory Sacrifice for Sin. This Argument 
may be thus confirmed : Under the Old 
Teſtament there was no Propitiation, or Pu- 
rification, without ſhedding of Blood: And 
Heavenly Things being repreſented by theF 
legal Types, muſt be purified by a more ex- 


cellent 


e: in their Minds will I write them : And. 


This is the Covenant which I will make 
Just them after thoſe Days, ſaith the Lor. 


form this Argument: Where there is Re- 


tion, or a propitiatory Sacrifice for Sin; as the 
Apoſtle ſaith. But in the Chriſtian Chu: en 


Covenant, confirmed by the Blood of Chriſt, ). 
lere is, Remiſſion of Sins, Heb. 10. ber. xvi. 


" | | 
Or, The Paſs Dead and Buried. 89 | 
cellent Sacrifice; wiz. by the ſhedding of . 
Chriſt's Blood. And although the Apoſtle 
uſeth the Word [Sacrzfices] in the Plural 
Number, yet we muſt underſtand the my 
Sacrifice of Chriſt on the Croſs : Becau 
when one Thing is oppoſed to many, it. is 
often exprefled in the Plural Number ; as 
when Baptiſm (which is but one,) is called 
Baptiſms, Heb. 6. ii. But the only Sacrifice 
of the Croſs of Chriſt, in the Text above 
cited ; is oppoſed to the old Sacrifices, which 
were Types and Figures of the Sacrifice of 
the Croſs. 18 r 
8. TAE Fourth AR GUM EN r is drawn 
from the Words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 10. xvi. 


Iwill put my Laws into their Hearts, and 


their Sins and their Iniquities will I remem+ 
ber ao more. Now where Remiſſion of theſe. 
is, there ig no more offering for Siu. Whence 


miſſion of Sins, there is no need of an Obla-. 


(by virtue of the New Teſtament, or New. 


© xvii. Therefore in the Chriſtian Church 


do need of the Sacrifice of the Maſs. 
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9. TRE Fifth AreuvmentT is drawn from is 
the Words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. JESUS be 
CHRIST offereth not himſelf often, as the in, 
Higb. Prieſt entereth into the Holy Place ¶ all 
every Tear with the Blood of others; for fl 
then muſt he often have ſuffered from the if rat 
Foundation of the World. But now once, in P. 
the End of the World, hath he appeared to | Te 
put away Sin, by the Sacrifice of hamſelf. I cri 
And as it 2s appointed to Men once to die, I ite 
but, after this the Judgment: ſo Chriſt vas F1 
ence offered to bear the Sins of many; and an. 
unto them that look for him ſhall he appear | $2: 
the ſecond time wwithont Sin into Salvation. the 
This is confirmed by the Words of the of 
fame Apoſtle, Mch. 10. The Law having a | the 
ſhadow of good Things to come, and not the wo 
very Image of the Things; can never with © 
thoſe Sacrifices which they offered Tear by | he 
Tear continually, make the Comers thereunto I da. 
perfett ; for then would they not have ceaſed þf tha 
70 be offered ? Beeanſe the Worſhippers once | ing 
purged ſhould have had no fore Conſcience Fi 
of Sins. But in thoſe a Remembrance is ly 
made again of Sins every Tear. For it ii tha 
not poſſible that the Blvod of Bulls and / be 
Goats ſhould take ar-ay Sins, &c. And every Ma 
High. Prieſt ſtandeth daily miniſtering, and I lait 
Mering 'often time the ſame Sacrefices, I hin 
which can never take Fway Sing. But this af 
Man after he had offered one Sacrifice for || Ixs 
Sins)-for-ever fat down'on the right-hand of ſufl 
GOD. For by one offering he hath for ever ſ eve 
perfefted them that are {anFified. Which Joffe 
3 115 2 © 4. | 18 
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is conformable to what he had ſaid a little 
before; That we are. ſanctißed by the offer. 
ing of the Body of FESUS CHRIST once for 
all. From all which I form theſe Arguments. 

10. Firſt, TRE old Sacrifices were reite- 


rated: For the Apoſtle ſaith, That the High. 


Prieſt intereth into the Holy Place every 
Tear with the Blood of others : But the Sa- 
crifice of JEsvus Cur rsT muſt not be re- 
itered; for the ſame- Apoſtle ſaith, That 
JESUS CHRIST cfereth not himſelf often 
and that he hath one „ to put away 
Sin by the Sacrifice of himſelf. Therefore 
the Sacrifice of the Mafs is not the Sacrifice 
of the Croſs reiterated, or the Reiteration of 
the Sacrifice of the Croſs, as our Adverſaries 
would have it. F344 901 
11. Secondly, TE Apoſtle adding, [Elſe 
he world eften have ſuffered, from the Foun- 
dation of the World: ] makes it appear, 


that Chriſt cannot be offered without ſuffer- 


ing. For as he that ſhould ſay, This is not 
Fire, elſe it would be hot? doth neceſſari- 
ly preſuppoſe that Fire is hot: And as he 
that ſhould ſay, He is no Man, elſe he would 
be ratronal ; doth neceſſarily preſuppoſe that 
Man to be rational: So when the Apoſtle 
laitb, That FESUS CHRIST gffereth not 
himſelf often, ot heræuiſe he would often have 


ſuffered; doth neceſſarily 44 that 
Jzsvs CHRIST cannot offer himſelf without 
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i 12. Thirdly, THESE Words, [ from the bec 
Foundation of the World,)] are of great fan 

Weight: For tis as much as if the Apoſtle b 
| had ſaid, If the only Sacrifice of Chriſt on of 
the Croſs, be not ſufficient to take away Sins Sin 
which ſhall be committed hereafter ; it fol- to. 
| lows, that it was not ſufficient to take away on 
Sins which have been committed heretofore, I cor 
from the Creation of the World. For it sf 1 
very unſuitable, that the Sacrifice of Chriſt ¶ Sac 
on the Croſs ſhould have more Virtue before us : 

it was offered, than fince. But the Sacrifice f on 
of Chriſt on the Croſs had the Virtue to take and 
away Sins, before it was offered: Otherwiſe, Þ and 
(faith the Apoſtle ) he ſhould often have ſuf- N Sac 
= Jered from the Foundation of the World. fs 
Therefore it hath alſo Virtue to take away the 
Sins committed fince it was offered; and Hand 
conſequently there is no need of the Sacrifice Is 
of the Maſs. EY fore 
13. Fourthly, T n x Apoſtle's Compariſon fend 
is conſiderable, the Senſe whereof is this. As Ito 1 
Men ſuffer Death but ence, and after Death Iln: 
ap no more till the Day of the Reſur- £Sac 
* Day of Judgment: So Chriſt wa 
hath offered himſelf to his Father once for fs c 
all, on the Croſs, to take away Sins; and It it 
will be no more on Earth, until he comes to I f 
judge the Quick and the Dead. rif 

14. e SACRIFICES that take away fÞf 
Sins, and ſanctify thoſe that come thereunto; f I 
ought not to be repeated. For the only || 1 

Reaſon which the Apoſtle alledgeth why the 
old Sacrifices of the Were ä 19, Es? 
| Decaule 


Ny 
$i 
* 
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he becauſe they could not take away Sins, nor 
at ſanctify the Comers thereunto : As appears 
le by the Text above cited. But the Sacrifice 

133 CarisrT on the Croſs, takes away 
ns Sins, and ſanctiſies thoſe that comes thereun- 
Ito. Therefore the Sacrifice of Jzsvs CHRIS 
ay on the Crofs, ought not to be repeated; and 
e,  confequently is not repeated in the Maſs. + 
is 15. Ir JEsus CrnrisT did offer himſelf a 
iſt Sacrifice on the Croſs, that he might fanctify 
re Ius for ever, and purchaſe eternal Redempti- 
ce Ion for us: Then it is evident that the Fruit 
ke ¶ and Efficacy of this Sacrifice endures for ever; 
le, land that we muſt have recourſe to no other 
if- ESacrifice, but to that of the Croſs. But Ju- 
d. us Carisr did offer himſelf a Sacrifice on 
ay che Croſs, that he might ſanctify us for ever, 
nd ind purchaſe eternal Redemption for us; 
ce as appears by the Text aforelaid. There- 

fore the Efficacy of the Sa:rifice of the Croſs 
on fcendures for ever; and we muſt have recourſe 
As Ito no other Sacrifice but to that of the Croſs. 
th Iln a Word, either we muſt confeſs that the 
ir- Sacrifice of the Croſs hath no Vertue to take 
iſt away Sins, and to fanctify us for ever; (which 
for is contrary to what the Apoſtle ſaith; ) or elſe; 
nd ff it hath this Vertue and Sufficiency, then 
Jesus CHR1sT hath offered one only Sa- 
rifice once for all ; and confequently is not 
ffered daily in the Maſs, by the Miniſtry 
t Prieſts, 5 SEL 
16. Laſtly, T x Apoſtle (almoſt through- 
ut the whole Epiſtle to the Hebrews,) ſaith, 
sus CHRIST was conſtituted and conſecrat- 


94 The Funeral of the Pals; 
ed by his Father, High-Prieft for ever; I fh. 
and particularly Chapter the 9th, he faith, 
that many were made Prieſts, becauſe they 
were not ſuffered to continue by reaſon of 
Death. But Jzsvs Cnr8T (becauſe he con- 
#2zuneth for ever,) hath an unchangealle 
Prieſthood : And that he zs able to ſave 
them to the witermoſt, that come unto GOD. 
Him; fince he ener liveth to make Inter- I tha 
ceffion for them. And conſequently he hath no 


need of Vicars or Companions in his Prieſt- — 
hood 
4 


17. In Anſwer to theſe Arguments, the 
Romziſh Doctors are wont to fay, that the Sa- 
crifice of the Maſs is the ſame with that of 
the Croſs, in reſpect of the Eflence of the Sa 
criſice; the ſame Thing being offered in both, 
vi. the Body and Blood of Chriſt, „ theo t 
ſame Prieſt, vis. JES US CHRIST. But it 
differs in reſpe& of the Manner of the Offer. nd 
ing. For on the Croſs Ixsus Ch 18 r offered nd 
himſelf Bloodily: That is, when he died, 
he ſhed his Blood for Mankind. But in they, o 
Maſs he offers himfelf Unbloodily ; that is, 
without ſhedding of his Blood, and without 
dying. On the Croſs Jzsvs ChRISH was de- 
ſtroyed, in reſpeC of his natural Being: But 
in the Maſs he is deſtroyed in reſpect of hip 
ſacramental Being. They add, that all the 
Arguments drawn from the Epiſtle to theo 
Hebrews, reſpect only that bloody Obla tion 
which was once offered on the Croſs. But . 
beſides this bloody Sacrifice, there is another bi 

that is unbloody, which is daily offered - 
oh 


Or, The Paſs Dead and Buried. 95 

Iz che Maſs. Laſtiy, They that ſay, that the 
h, ¶ Sacrifice of the Croſs is Primitive and Origi- 
CY nal ; but this of the Maſs, Repreſentative, 
7 Commemorative, and Applicative of that of 
the Croſs : As the Council of Trent hath it 
biel in its 22d Seſſion. 
VOY 18. To theſe Diſtinctions I reply, That 
DF the Sacrifice of the Maſs doth not differ from 
chat of the Croſs, in reſpe& of the Manner 
n0 only, which is but an accidental Difference; 
t- but it differs in reſpe& of Eſſence too. 

Firſt, Bxc Aus the natural Death of 
Jes8vs CHRIS v is of the Eſſence of the 8a- 
"Ycrifice of the Croſs. But the Sacrifice of the 
Maſs doth not comprehend the natural Death 
Jof Jasuvs Chaisr: For Jxsus ChR ISH dietb 
no more, Rom. 6. ix Therefore the Sacrifice 
of the Maſs doth not comprehend that which 
is of the Eſſence of the Sacrifice of the Croſs; 
ind conſequently differs from it eſſentially, 
ind not in reſpe& of the Manner only. 

Secondly, Bx cAusx the Repreſentation of 
Thing, differs eſſentially from the Thing 
repreſented. For Example, the King's Pic- 
ture differs eſſentially from the King. Alſo 
Ie Memorial of a Thing, differs eflentially- - 
„om the Thing whereof it is the Memorial. 
For Example, The Celebration of the Paſſo- 
"Wer, which was a Memorial of the Angel's 

tvourable paſſing over the Houſes of the /. 
faelitey; differs eſſentially from that paſſing 
cherer. And, Laſtly, The Application of a 
Thing, differs eſſentially from it, For Ex- 


d in 
the ample, 
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ample, the Application of a Plaiſter, differs 
efſentially from the Plaiſter. But according 
to the Determination of the Council of Tyent, 
in Seſſion 22. the Sacrifice of the Maſs is Re- 
preſentative, Commemorative, and Applica- 
tive of that of the Croſs. Therefore he Sa- 
crifice of the Maſs differs eſſentially from that Neri 
of the Croſs. | n 

Thiraly, Bxc Aus the Sacrifice of the | 4 
Croſs is of an infinite Value, and conſequent. Net t 
ly ought not to be repeated. For its Value 
being infinite, it is ſufficient to take away all 
Sins paſt, preſent, and to come; as Sellar- 
mine ſaith Book 1. Of the Maſs c. 4. But 
the Sacrifice of the Maſs is of a finite Price en 
and Value, according to the ſame Bellarmine ur 
and other Romiſbh Doctors: At which we Ps 
may juſtly wonder, fince (as our Adverſaries | - 
ſay,) it differs not from the Sacrifice of the (F< 
Croſs, either in reſpe& of the Thing facrifi- 
ced, or in reſpe& of the Chief Prieſts; and f*'* 
yet from theſe the Sacrifice of the Maſs hath e 
all its Price and Value. | * 


19. Secondly, 1 ſay, That an unbloo dypro- 
pitiatory Sacrifice is a feigned and an imagi-F" 
nary Thing: And that the Arguments drawn 
from the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, do wholly | 2* 
deſtroy it Ok STEAM T8 

: Firſt, Becavss it is ſaid Heb. 9. 22. That 
without ſhedding of Blood there in no Remiſ- 
ſion of Sins; therefore in the unbloody Sacri- 
fice of the Maſs, there can be no Remiſſion 
of Sins; and conſequently it cannot be a pro- Ks 

pitigtory Sacrifice for Sin. P 


Secoudly, Ky 


rs . Secondly, BxcAusE Jzsus CRI can- 
not be © fered without ſuffering: For. the 


e. ſth. nor himſelf. . otherwiſe he ſhould 
. __ have ſuffered. But the Sacrifice of I- 
zus Curr with ſuffering, is a bloody Sa- 
2 57 Therefore there is no unbloody Sa- 
crifi 97 wu 4 
ol Third! % BAS 3 1 7 Sacrifice 
+. Jof the Crols being of an infinite Value, hath 
ue purchaſed: an eternal Redemption, ( Heb. ix. 
all Ita. ) and hath taken away all Sins, paſt, pre- 
;r- ſent, and to come. Whence it follows that 
there is no oxher Sacrifice, either bloody or 
mbloody,..that" can Hes ef the Pardon of 
wr Sins; the Sacri c of the Croſs having 


e done i It. 

ai 6 8 4 che Juſtice of Gon 
k — at Sins all be expiated by the 
unitfhment that is due to them. And this 
1 ſo true, that the Wrath of GOD could not 
e appeaſed but bj the Blood and ignomi- 
r Death of the Croſs. Therefore the 
aſtice-of! GOD muſt have changed i its Na- 
igi- Jure z if / Hing can be expiated in the Maſs 
wn lithout Pain or Suffering. 

20. Thirdly, Po the Diſtinction of = . 
7 bias: Saczifice- which was offered on the 
; and Repreſontative, Commemorative, 
a Arte. which is daily offered in 
Maſs: 1:ireply- Firſt, That what the © 
Zouncil-! of Trent ſaith in Seffion 22. 
| £08 That in the Euchariſt there is a 
80 Rephoſentative, . Commemorative 


t, A oftle ſaith, Heb. vi. Ixsus CHRIST offer- 


and | 
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_ the Lord's: Death till he comes: And a 
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and Applicative of that'of the Croſs ; ) ma 
bear a good Senſe; vis. That there is in it 
a Repreſentation, Commemoration, and Ap 
plication of the Sacrifice of the'Croſs'; 27 
a Repreſentation: Becauſe the Bread broken 
repreſents the Body broken; and the Wine 
poured into the Cup, repreſents the Blood of 
Chriſt ſhed for the Remiſſion of Sins: 
Commemoration ; becauſe All that is done i 
it, is done in Remembrance of JESU. 
Cur I T and his Death, according to his 
own. Command, in theſe Words, Do this in 
Remembrance f me; and: according to what 
St. Paul ſaith, -1 Cor. ii. As often as ye eat 
this Bread, and drink ibi; Cup, ye do fhew 


Application; becauſe the Merit of the Sa 
crifice of the Croſs, is applied to us, not onlz 
by the Word, but alſo by the Sacraments, a 
we ſhallſhew hereafter But our Adverſaries 
are not content with this; for they will have 
it, that in the Celebration of the Eucharift 
there is offered a true and proper Sacrifice 
propitiatory for the Sins of the Living ane 
the Dead: Which hath been already refutec 
at large. e n 160 
Secondly, 1 ſay, That the Application 0 
the Sacrifice of the Croſs may be conſider e 
on GO 's Part, oron Man's Part: On GOD' 
Part, when he offers JES VS CHAIS r tous 
with all his Benefits, both in his Word anc 
_ Sacraments; on Man's Part, when ( by a true 
. and lively Faith, working by Love) we em 
brace Jasvs CnrisT, with all his _— 
WE: - as £5 offer q 
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offer d to us both in his Word and Sacraments, 
And this is that which J=sus CHRISTH teach- 
ich eth us, St. John iii. As Moſes lifred up the 
Nhe Serpent in the Wilderneſs, even ſo muſt 


be Son of Man be lifted up, (_ vis. on the 


en Croſs;) that: whoſoever belzeveth in him, 
ng ould not periſh, but have eternal. Life, 
On For 60 D /o loved the World, that he gave 
Il bis only begotten Son, (vzs. to die) that who- 
inf ever. belzenerh in ham, ſhould not periſh, 
ut have everlaſizng Life. ' He doth not ſay 
big — Whoſgever {acrificeth him in the Maſs, 
ing but, Whoſoever belzeveth, &c. And St. Paul 
hat ſhews. it clearly. 
eally ſer forth FESUS CHRIST to be a 8 
A arzon, through Faith in his Blood, (Kom. 
Al iii. 23.0) He doth not ſay — through the Sa- 
St crifice of the Maſs, but, r hrough Faith. And 
we really and truly apply the Sacrifice of Chriſt's 
Croſs, when we have Recourſe to him; as a 
Man applies a Plaiſter, when he hath Recourſe 
aVY to, and lays it on the Wound. But the Re- 
courſe or Refuge of a penitent Sinner to the 
J Sacrifice of the Croſs, for obtaining Mercy 

from GOD; is nothing elſe but Faith. As 


n o 
lere 


D Teſtimony of Thomas Aquinas, the moſt fa- 
o us mous of all the Romzſh Doctors, and called by 
and our Adverſaries he Augelick Doctor. This 
trug7 homas, in Part z. Queſt. 83. Artic. 1. ha- 


1 ving propos d this Queſtion, 922. ¶ N her her 


fer 1 


already refuted in the 6th Number. 


in theſe Words: GOD hath 
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for, the Diſtinction of the Sacramental and | 
Natural Being of Ixsus CHRIST, it hath been 


21. I ſhall conclude this Diſcourſe with the 0 'q 


K 2 Chriſt 


Chriſt be ſacrificed in the Sacrament of the 
Ernchariſt? ] he concludes with theſe memo- .& 
rable Words: The Celebration of-this Sacra- 
ment ir ery fitly called a. ſacrificing of Ebrift 3 
as well becauſe it ts the Repreſentation f 
Chriſt Paſſion, as becauſe by tÞis Sacrament || Co. 
ee are made Partakers of the Fruit of the 
Lord's Paſſion, And afterward he gives his 
Anſwer'in theſe Words: I anſwer ; due my} 
ay that the Celæbratibh of thif Sacrament 27 
called the ſacrificingof Chriſt, in tua reſpectr. 
Firſt, Becauſe ( as Auguſtine 70 Simplicius 
faith) we are wont to give to Images tbe 
Name of the T hings whereof they are Images: M 
As when we fee Dibures on 4 Wall, or in a #10 
Frame, ve ſay, This it Cicero, hat ir Saluſt, Jaal\ 
&c. Bur the Celebration of this Facrament, 
(as bath been ſaid above) is & Repreſenrativs 
Image of Chriſt's Phſſion; awpich Paſſion 75 4 
rrus ſacrificing of Chriſt: ' Secondly, the Ce- 
lebration- of this Sacrament ts called the ſa- 
creficing of Chrift, in'regard of the Effef of plai 
Chriſt's Paſſionʒ lecauſe li this Sacrament, we ſof tl 
are made Partakers of rhe Fiuit of the Lord's: 
Paſſion. Let the Romaniſts keep to this De. Þ 
eiſion of their Angelick Doctor, and we ſhall A. 
agree with them in this Point. For lam con- Þg 
fident that there is not one of the reformed” 
Religion, but will ſubſcribe to this true Pe- 
wine of Thomas Aft. 
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Containing, Anſwers to the Oljections of the 
. » -Remilh. Das: 


Weg N the: Two Firſt Chapters we have 


--_ jections of the Romiſh Doctors, 
drawn from theſe Words: Thi a 
Me that cateth my Fleſh, and drinkerh my: 
Blood, hath eternal Life, &c. Now: we muſt 
anſwer the reſt. r 

CCC 

2. TR firſt Objection is this: When the e- 
ſtabliſhing of Articles of Faith, the Inſtitution 
of Sacraments, and the making of Teſtaments 
ind Covenants. are in Agitation; Men ſpeak 
plainly and properly. But in the Celebration 
ſef the Evcharith Jzsvs Cxnisr eſtabliſned 
- in Article of Faith, inſtituted the Sacrament. 

ſefthe Euchariſt, and ſpoke of a Teftament and 
1 þ Covenant: For it is ſaid of the Cup, That it 
- bs rhe Neu Teſtament, and the New Covenant 

bn rhe Blaod.of, Chriſt. Lea, be ſpake then 
o his- Diſciples, to whom he ſpxke inplainand;. 
Proper Termsz and not in obſohręe Terms, or in 
igures or Parables, as he did to the People. 
ze To this Objection I Auſwer, Finſt That 
tüscfalſel that Articles of Faith ate always. 
hoes K 3 expreſſed 


— 


— 


. expreſſed in Proper Terms, in Holy Scripture; 
nà2s when it is ſaid in the Creed, That 7 B- 
SUS CHRIST ſitteth on the Right Hand 
F 60D, it is evident that this is a Figure 
and a Metaphor ; for GOD being « Spirit, 


| - hath neither Right Hand nor Left: And all 


Interpreters expound this ſitting on GO D's 
Reght Hand metaphorically ; vi. For that 
Lordſhip both of Heaven and Earth, which 


be hath receiv'd from GOD his Father; as 


earthly Princes make their Lieutenants, whom 
they appoint to govern in their Name, to fit 
on the Right Side of them. Again, when it 
is ſaid, St. Matthew xvi. Upon this Rock 1 
Wall build my Church, and the Gates of Hell 
Tall not prevail againſt it: And I will give 
thee the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven; 
and whatſoever thou ſhalt bind on Eartb, 
ſhall be bound in Heaven, &c. It is manifeſt 
that theſe are Figures and Metaphors, as Hel- 
4tarmine confeſſeth, in Book 1. Of the Biſbop 
of Rome, Chap. 10. And yet it is chiefly by 
this Paſſage that they endeavour to prove the 
Pope's: Authority? 2 

4. Secondly, l Anſwer, That the Holy Scrip- 
ture commonly ſpeaks of Sacraments in figu- 
rative Terms. Thus Circumciſion is GOD's 
Covenant, Gen. xvii. in-theſe Words, This zs 
my Covenant : Every Male fhall be circum- 
ciſed. That is, This ig tbe Sign! of tbe Co- 
©enant, as appears by the following Verſe. 
Te ſpallcircumciſe the Fleſh of your Foreskin, 
and it ſhall be a Token of the Covenant be- 
 raveen me and you. So the Paſchal Lops 

e "x calle 


wich all Mankind, in the Perſon of Adam after : 


| Abraham, when GOD promiſed him that in 
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called :he Lord's Paſſover, Exod. xii. Becauſe: . 
the Blood of this Lamb ſprinkled on the Door-. 
Poſts, was given as a Sigh of the Angel's fa- 
yourable paſſing over the Houſes of the {/7ae- 
lites; as appears by Verſe 13. of the ſame Chap- 
ter. So Baptiſm is called the waſhing of Re. 
generation, (Titus iii. 5.) becauſe it is the Sa- 
crament of it. In a Word, the Euchariſtical 
Cup is called zh New Teſtament ; - becauſe it 
is the Sign, Seal, and Sacrament of it. 
5. Thiraly, I Anſwer, That in Holy Serip- 
ture, Teſtaments are not always expreſſed in 
proper Terms, without a Figure. For the Te- 
tament of Jacob, Gen. xlix. and that of Maſer, 
Deut. xxxiii. are nothing elſe but a Chain of 
Metaphors and other Figures. And Cipilianr 
will have it, that in Teſtaments we ſhould 
not regard the proper Signification of the 
Words, but the Intention ofthe Teſtator. To 
this, Iadd, That Jzsvs CHRISTH did not then 
make the New Teſtament and the New Co- : 
venant, but only inſtituted : the Seal and 8a- 
crament of them. For the Covenant was made 


the Fall, when GOD promiſed him that he 
Seed of the Woman ſhould break the Serpent's + 
Head. This was afterward - renewed with 


his Ceed all the Nations of the Earth'ſbould ' 
be. bleed 3 vi. in. Chriſt the bleſſed Seed, 
who hath deſtroyed the Kingdom of Satan. 
After this it was confirmed by the Blood of 

Chriſt ſhed on the Croſs. Then it was pub- ' 


”. 


liſh'dthroughalltheWorld;when the: poles b 


| 'E the meaning 


WS the Holy Ghoſt. And, Laltty, wo 
Bapriſn and tb e cho Signs Seals per 
Sacraments uf * Cw 
. 1 vs Anſwer,. That if by: theſo wa 
Words Leo ſpeak clearly or plainly] be under- the 
Lood to ſpeak-intelligibly ſo that — Apoſtles IC 
migbt and ought to underſtand what he ſaid || 
Os Then it is eertain/ that Chriſt did 
peak clearly. For to ſpeak dacramental ly, and 
according to Aw Stile uſed in all Saeraments; 
was to ſpeak clearly, and not obſcure ly: But 
if by theſe Words to ſpeak clearly] be under- 
ſtood to ſpeak without a Pigure 3 then it is 
falſe, thas he always: ſpake clearly to his Diſ- 
Witneſs the c of his Diſciples 
= «ci ( Mar. iv. 19. Follow-me; and 
Fravall-make your Faſbers af Men. And:when 
he ſaith elaine; Ye- are the Salt of the 
Barth, the Tigi of the: World, &. To this 
Ladd, That the Apoſtles did ask Juevs Curb 1ST 
oß Parebles; and other 'Things: 
which they did not (underſtand! And there- | 
fare. certainly they had much more Reaſon to f 
ask-the: meaning of ſo many ſtrange Things as $'s 
_ from the Maſs, a Pranſubſtantiati- 
ner gdINED Preſence of Chriſt's . 
ü Body: in the vis. how a humane Body 
can be in a Point, and in divers Places at once? 
how: the Head of I SuS GH] RIS, andich ĩs 
while; Body, . could be in bis Mouth 2, ho- 
— ow be without — _ 
7. Y S I'N CE Irsos I8T:1a1d;— 
Drin aſt of this ,— al Priefts (whether: 


Jelzin, Hane another, Roamiſb. Won, ele 
WO 


or, The Pato Deavenc Buried. vox 


would of Neceflity be conſtrained really, pro- 

y, and without a Figure, to drink ks ol 
Cup, whether melted or not, and really to 
ſwallow it : Until they ſhould confeſs char 
there are Pease in the Words of JI 
Cunzer, in the Celebration ef the Eucharift. 

B IE EeT ION II. 

8. Tar ſaron d Odjection is chis 2 The sa. 
crament of the Euchariſt is mere exeellent 
than that of the Pafſbver: | Beeauſe the Ba- 
crament of the Paſſover is a Type of the 8a. 
ferament of the Euchariſt : And the Thing 

ified is more excellent than the T vpe. But 
if the Sacrament of the Euchariſt did net re- 


w * 


„10 


s felly conta in the and Blood of Ohriſt, Bur 
4 vas only the Sign of it; then it would fel 
n low rhat the Sacrament of the Euchariſt would 


net be more excelfent than that of the Paf. 
ſoever. Nay, the Sacrament of the. Paſſover: 
would be more excellent than that of the Eu- 
bariſt. Becauſe a Lamb and its Blood is 
more excellent than Bread and Wine: And 
the Death of a Lamb, _ OS — of 
its Blood, doth" muri bet reſent the” 
Death of J=svs ChR IST, and d the e edding of 
is Blood upon the Croſs; than Bread b 
en, and Wine poured out, can do. choke 
Tothj I Aer, Firſt Tharrhe Ti 
9. To this T Anſwer; Firſt, e Thi 
12 by the Paſchal Lamb, is Fx ing 
HRTIST, and not the Sacrament*of the Eu- 


af 85 


287 2. ©7 @® 1 @ % 


— Hari 5 3 8s St. Pant ſhews RN; 1 Cor. v. 
er hei ks: calls Isus CHRIBr our Paſſbver, in 
> F ISS PEveds 7 Chriſt our Paſſover was eru- 
1d cified 


N N ? 
Y 
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106 The Funeral of the Pas; 
ciſied for ut. The Truth is, a whole Lamb. 
without Spot or Blemiſh, killed and burnt 
toward the Evening, and its Blood - ſhed; 
doth very well repreſent: J=svs' ChRIST per- 
fect, without Sin, Put to Death, and his Blood | 
ſhed. toward the End of the World, and in I. 
the Fulneſs of Time. But ſuch; a Lamb re- 
preſents nothing of that which is ſeen in the 

Euchariſt. Beſides the Types and Sacra- 

ments of the Old Teſtament were inſtituted, 
that the Faithful of thoſe Times might come 
to the Knowledge of the Things typified and. 
ſignified, for the Salvation of their Souls. But 
the Faithful under the Old Teſtament never I 
came to the Knowledge of the Euchariſt, by 
che Paſchel Lamb : And though they pad 
come to the Knowledge of it, yet they had 
no Benefit thereby. In a Word, ſince the 
Paſſover and the Eucharif are Types, Ima- 
ges, and Signs of Jxsus CHRIST z. tis very 
impertinent to ſay that the Paſſover is the 
Type of the Euchariſt. Becauſe a Type is ta 
dot properly a Type of another Type, but pris 
only of the Thing typified : As the Image of o b 
Ceſar is not an Image of another Image of De. 
Ceſar, but only of Ceſar het ut bonlt of 

10. Secondly, 1 Anſwer, That the Excel- in 
lence of one Sacrament above another, muſt feat! 
be drawn from its Form and Efficacy, and not fett 
from its Matter. Becauſe it is Form that met 
chiefly gives Being to Things compoſed of Th. 
Matter and Form. . But the Form of Sacra - lexc 
ments depends on the Words of Inſtitution : pee 

becauſe being Signs of divine Inſtitution, their Thi 

55 g Form ſar 
E 


nt Form can only depend upon the Will of 
|; 60D, who chooſeth certain Things; to ſig- 
r- Iaify other Things. And this Will of GOP 
d cannot be known but by Revelation, which 
in is the Word. 80 that it is properly ſaid, 
e- | That the Word joined with the Element, 
he makes the Sacrament. Therefore, although 
a- the Sacrament of the Paſſover: be more excel- 
d, Ilent than the. Euchariſt, in reſpect of its 
ne [Matter : Becauſe the Paſchal /Lanib and its 
nd Blood are more excellent than the Bread and 
ut Wine of the Euchariſt; and the Lamb and 
er fits Blood have a greater Analogy with J=s8us 


by Cnaier and his Blood ſhed. on the Croſs, 


ad chan the Bread and Wine of the Euchariſt 
ad ſhave: Let the Sacrament of tue Euchariſt is 
he much more excellent than that of the Paſ- 
na- ber, in reſpect of the Form which de- 
ery rende on the Words of Inſtitution. Becauſe 
che Ithat at the Inſtitution of the Sacrament of the 
is Paffover, GOD ſpake not one Word of the 
principal End for which he inſtituted: itg 4925 
g of Ito be the Type of. IK SUS CHRUS r, and his 
of Peath. But at the Inſtltution of the Sacra · 


cel- 
uſt 


nc the Wine poured into the Cup, tobe com- 
hat 


memorative Signs of himſelf and his Death. 
cra- excellent than that of the aſſover, in ro- 
on: Ipect of its Efficacy, which . Tr, on two 
heir Things; 21. on the Form, which being more 
orm uanifeſt in the Euchariſt, doth alſo operate 
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ment of the Euchariſt, Chriſt declared 
in expreſs Terms that he did inſtitute the 
eating of the Bread broken, and the Drinking 


| of [The Sacrament of the Euchariſt is yet more 


wih 


—— — 


Or, The Paſs Dead and Buried. 100 
thus. GOD doth/communicate, or can com- | 
Wmunicate to the Creature, in a finite Degree. 
that which he poſſeſſeth in an infinite Degree. 
Th 1 . e 23 
For Example; God hath an infinite Power, 
whereby he can do all Things at once. There- 
ig. ore he communicates, or can communicate to 
'Sthe Creature, à finite and limited Power, 
whereby it may do divers Things at once; 
J. appears in a Man: For he can ſee; hear, 
Walk, and walk, at the ſame. Time. GOD 
path alſo an infinite Wiſdom and Knowledge, 
whereby he knows all Things at once. There- 
fore. he communicates, or can communicate 
ch. Ie the Creature à finite Knqwledge, whereby 
lie may know divers things at once. And even 
ſo: GO hath · an infinite Firtatal;Extent, 1 
which is called Immenfity, whereby he fills all 1 
Things and: all Places at once. Therefore GOD, || 
communicates, or can communicate to a Crea- | 
tare; (via te a Body) a; finite Extent, where- || 
by-it may fill divers Spaces, and occupy ſeye-, || [ 
. reral Places at once. Whence it follows that 4 
Chriſt's: Body may be in divers Þ laces. At. the. 1 
ame Time 3. D. in Heaven, and in the þ oſt. 1 | 
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2:12. T.o:this Anſwer, That as GOD. can- 
not be in: two Places (for Example, in Hea- 
ven and upon Harth) without being in all thoſe. 
Places that are between both: (for then he 
would be diſtant and ſeparated from himſelf:) 
[So Chriſt's Body cannot be in two diſtant Pla- 
dafl (26%, at Paris and at Rome; in Heaven, 
a 1 „ 
hus. | 


in another, Sc. In a Word, that it be with- 


18 The Funeral of the Pad; 
and upon Earth in the Hd; ) without being 
in all thoſe Places that are between both: 
For then it would be diſtant and ſeparated, 
from itſelf; which is impoſſible, as hath been Bc 
ſuffictently prov'd. herefore, ſince that fa 
Chriſt's Body is not in all Places between Pa- Bo 
W and Rom, and between Heaven and Ear thz der 
it follows that it is not in Heaven, and upon po 
Earth in the Hoſt, nor at Paris and Rome ot 
in conſecrated Hoſts. So that to make a Crea-¶ be 

ture (for Example, the Body of Chriſt) to C: 
partake of GOD's Extent or Immenſity, it is Di 
ufficient that as GOD (by his infinite Ex- Ihe 
tent) occupies” all 'Places q fo Chriſt's Body pe; 
Nould (by its finite 'Bxtent')-oecupy ſome 52 
Place. But if (to make it partake, in à finite 
Degree, of this Divine Attribute of Immen- bet 
fity ; it muſt be in divers Places: Let it is hg; 
ſufficient that it be in divers Places ſueceſſive-¶ net 
ly, and not at once. Or if (to make it par- Fr 
take of this Attribute it muſt tbe in divers 
Places at once; yet it is ſufficientthat it obcu- 
Pies them by its ſeveral Parts: For Example, 
that the Head be in one Place, and the Feet 


out Diſcontinuance or Separation; as GOD 
ix everywhere without Diſcontinuance. Thus 
the Learned Maſter Fruguior then anſwer d, I fai 
and much better. But I cannot remember ing 
his full and compleat Anſwer.. 2 
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Oer en IV. 


d, Tau x fourth Objection is this. If divers 
n Bodies may miraculouſly be in one and the 
at ſame Place; then it alſo follows that one 
a- Body may miraculouſly be in divers Pla- 
hz ces: There being no more Difficulty or Im- 
on poſſibility in the one, than there is in the 
ne other. But divers Bodies may miraculoully 
abe in one and the ſame Place. For IESUS 
to CRa ls came into the Room where his 
18 Diſciples were, the Doors being ſhut ; which 
* he could not have done, it his Body had nar 
enetrated the Doors. Beſides, it is ſaid that 
—— CHAIN horn of the Firgin Mary; 
ite and conſequently. Mary was & Virgen both 
n. ¶ before and after his Birth: Which could not 
is have been, if JESUS Cur 1s I had not pe- 11 
e- netrated ber Belly, and came forth without i 
ar's Fration or Overture, Laſty, 1 bl | 
5 pepetrated the Stone. that was laid on his Se. 
u- pulchre, when he rgſe again. And it is ſaid 
that he penetrated the Heavens, when he _ {| 
ct aſcended... EY 5 


. AN S WER. wel £794 4a} > 
wh 14, Ton this LAnſwer, Firſt, That it is not 
dz Faid, tbat Juavs Cn IST came iuithe Doors bo- 
ber ing ſhut, For theſe are the Words; The ſame 
Day when it was Evening, and the Daors 

| being ſbut for fear of the Jews, Jeſus came, 
Ic. John xx, Which Words do indeed ſhew 
Ni the Time when Jeſus came in unto his Diſ- 
3 12. | ciples, 


112 The Funeral of the Pals; 
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ciples, but not the Manner of his Entry by Tl 
Penetration. But if the Words be tranſlated, th 
(rhe Doors being fhut,) and that they do im- 
. por that the Doors were not opened by any . 
ody; yet they do not exclude the opening 
of them in the twinkling of an Eye, by the 
divine Power, fince we have Examples of 
this in Holy Scripture. For, Ackf. v. We] 
read that the Apoſtles went out of Priſon, 
though the Doors had been faſt ſhut, but it Pe 
is ſaid, That the Angel of GOD opened tbem. S4 
And, Afs xii. The Door of the Priſon open- A 
ed to St. Peter, of its own accord, That is, 14 
without being opened by any Body. And fo 
it is ſaid, that Jzsvs CHRIS H entred, the 
Doors being ſhut, or having been ſnut. Which 
.excludes the 3 of them by any Body, 
but not the opening of them by a divine Power, BU 
in ſo ſhort a Time that it was und iſcernable. p 
_ - Secondly, 1 Anſwer, That the Virgin Mary] *© 
was a true Virgin, both before and after her Jes 
Delivery; if by being a Virgin, be meant, 
not to have had the Company of a Man. But | . 
It is certain that J=svs CHRAISH came out of | N 
the Virgin's Belly, by opening her Womb. 
For it is ſaid, St. Lufee ii. That Foſeph and ſh; 
Mary carried Feſus to Ferufalem, to preſent | N. 
Bim to the Lord: As it is written in the “ 
Law: Every Male that openeth the Womb, 
ſhall be holy to the Lorl. 
Thirdly, I Anſwer; That Jzsvs CnR1sr 


did not penetrate the Stone that was laid on * 
his Sepulchre. For it is ſaid, St. Marrh. —_ 3.1 #7 
TT”. N | at 


{ 


Or, The Mals Dead and Buried. 173 
That the Angel of GOD rolled it back from 


the Door of the Sepulchree. 

 Fourtihly, I Anſwer, That when it is ſaid, 
Heb. iv. That Jzsvs CnRISTH penetrated the 
Heavens, we muſt underſtand it improperly, 
in the ſame Manner as it is commonly ſaid, | 
that an Arrow penetrates the Air. That is, 
the Air gives way to the Arrow that paſſeth 
through the Afr. And ſo Jzsvs Caurrsr, 
penetrated the Heavens, becauſe the Heavens 
gave way to his Body; and not that the 
Heavens and his Body were in one and the 
lame. Place. E 
15. ALL the Romiſb Doctors agree with 
us, That modal Accidents. ( which are no- 

thing elſe but the Manners of the Being of 
Subſtances, as Action, Paſſion, Relation, Fi- 
gure, Ac.) cannot be, without a Subject, That 
i without. their Subſtance; no, not by the 


jections by which they endeavour to prove 


may exiſt without a. Subject; (that is, 


{| without a Subſfance;) do. prove the fame 
Thing of modal Accidents too. So that 1 
ſhall not ſtand now to repeat thoſe Objections, 
with their Anſwers, which are ſer down at 
large in my Diſpute: about. the Euchariſt. 


ﬆ | 16. TRE Fifth Objection is drawn from 
on | Mal. i. in theſe Words: From the riſing of, 
is. | the Sun, unto the going down of the fame, 


lat | 3 mx 


Power of GOD bimſelf. But all the Ob- 


that the Accidents of the Bread and Wine 


n The gener of be gels, 
my Name ſhall be great among the Gentiles ; 
and in every Platt fhall they Mer Incenſe 10 

any Name, and a new and pure offering. Where, 


dy this newand pure Offering, nothing can be 


underſtood but the Sacrifice of the Maſs. Be- 
cauſe by this Offering we cannot underſtand 
Prayers, Alms, Contrition of Heart, and other 
good Works, which are ſometimes in Scrip- 
cute called Oblations and Sacrifices, For the 
Prophet Malachi promiſes a new Offering; 
but Prayers, Alms, and other good Works, 
were common among the Jewr. And beſides, 
they of the refarmed Church do believe that 
all the Actions of the Paithful are polluted: 
And the Prophet fpeaks of a pure and clean 
Offering. © Again, by hie Offering, which 
Malachi ſpeaks of, cannot be underſtood 
Lambs, Bulls, and ſuch like Animals, which 
were wont tobe ſacrificed in Salomons Temple. 
Becauſe the Prophet promiſeth that jt ſhall be 


offered in every | | 
Heathen.” . aftly, by this Offering cannot be 
_ underſtood the bloady Sacrifice 'which' Jz8ps 
_ Cunzsr offered on the Croſs ; Becauſe that 
bloody Sacrifice was offered but once upon 
Mount Caluany in Fudea ; and the Prophet 
Tpeaks of an Oblation that ſhall be offered in 
every Place. Therefore by this Offering muſt 
be underſtood the Sacriſice of the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, under the Species of the 
Bread and Wine ; Which is nothing elſe 
R 
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Place, even amongſt the | 
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Or, Mals Dead and Buried. x75; 


it appears, that by this Oblatian, whereof 


of thoſe that ſhould be brought unto GOD 


AN SWE. „ 
17. To this I Anſwer, Firſt, That by the 
Offering, whereof Malachi ſpeaks, muſt be 
underſtood that ſpiritual Worſhip and Service, 
which Belteyers ſhould perform unto GOD, 
under the New Teſtament ; which is com- 
riſed in that Sacrifice which they offer to 
3OD, both of their Perſons and religious Acti- 
ons. And this is the Reaſon why St. Paul, 
( Rom. xii. ) ſpeaketh thus: 7 beſeech you 
therefore, Brethren, bythe Mercies of GOD,. 
that ye Preſent your Boates a living Sacrs- 
fice, holy, acceptable to GO D, avbich 25 our 
reaſouable Service. And (Ch. zv.) he faith, 
Tt i given him that he ſhould be the Mini- 
fler of F ESUSCHRIST'to the Gentiles, 
miniſtring the Goſpel of GOD; thas the of. 
fering- up of the Gentiles might bo aoteptable, 
being ſanfiified by the Holy Ghoſt. Whence 


Malachi ſpeaks; we muſt not underſtand' ths {| 
Offering of Chriſt's Body and Blood, unden ji 
the Accidents of Bread and Wine; but the - | 
offering of the Perſons and religious Actions 


N of the Goſpel, 'particularly"the- 
, BGGPTID 1, AUNT T9 7 
18. Secondly, Anfwer; That in the whole 
Paſſage of Malachs above cited, the Words 
[New-Offering)} are not to be found, but only FF 
clean Offering. And tho' a New Offering had 

been there ſpoken of; yet, I ſay, that | 


2 
* 
— 


may 


1716 The Funeral of the Pals; - - 
may be ſaid to be New, when (being ſpoil'd 
and corrupted) they are reſtored and made 

| Jound again: But the Service of GOD which 
bad been corrupted under the Law, was re- 
eftabliſh'd by Ixsus CHRIST and his Apoſtles, 
under the Goſpel; fo that all things were 
made New: A New Time, ( 922. the Time 
of the Preaching of the Goſpel;) a New 
People, (vis. the Chriſtian People; ) a New 

Place, (vis. all Parts of the Worlds, and not 
at Jeruſalem only; ) a New Prayer, (. 
the Lord's Prayer;) New Sacraments, (vi. 
Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper ;) and a New 


* 1 


Sf 


19. Thirdly, I Anſwer; That the Qblati- 


on which is offered unto GOD, under the | 


Goſpel, is pure and clean. The Service which 
is performed unto him, according to his Word, 
is pure: The Preaching of the Goſpel is pure. 
Insa Word, the Chriſtian- Religion is pure, 


though there be many Failings in thoſe that 


1 8 points it. | Andaltho' the Faithful that pre- 
©+. lent their Bodies a living Sacrifice, holy, 


. ha acceptable to GOD, be compaſs d about with 


many Infirmities; and that their religious 
Actions be accompanied with divers Failings: 
Yet their Perſons and Words may be ſaid to 
be pure and clean in Ixsvs Carer, in whoſe 
Name they are preſented to GOD. So that 
although they cannot of themſelves pleaſe or 
i 33 GOD 3; yet as they are Members of 
Chriſt, they are reputed holy deep. 
TVI 5 N 3 0 
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ed by the Holy Ghoſt. 
hath decreed, FESUS CHRIST hath pur 
chaſed, and the Holy Ghoſt hath begun; ir 


N 


or, The Pals Dead and Buried, 117 


For it is thoſe that St. Peter ſpeaks of, in 


Eph. 1 c. ii. ho as living Stones are built up 


a ſpiritual Howe, a holy Prieſt hood, to-offer | 


ſpiritual Sacrifices acceptable to GOD by 
EVS CHRIST. And fo our Sacrifices are 
a pure and clean Offering; but it is through 


J=svs CnRisr, who covers them with: his 
Purity and Holineſs ; fo that the DefeQts of 
them are not imputed: to us. To this I add, 


that beſides the perfect Purity which we have 
by the Imputation of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, 


we have alſo a Purity begun by the Holy 


Ghoſt ; of which St. Paul ſpeaks, Rom. xv. 


in theſe Words. That the Offering of the 


'Gentzles might be — being ſaucti fi- 
For that which GOD 


reputed by GOD, perfect and compleat. And 


St. Paul ſhews clearly the Truth of what 


bath been ſaid, 1 77m, ii. in theſe Words, 


Twill that Men pray every-mubere, liſtiug 


up holy Hands, withour' Wrath and Doubt 
ing. And; Epb. v. FESUS CHRIST loved 
the Church, and gave himſelf. for it; that 
he might ſanctiſy and cleanſe it with the 
waſhing of Water by the Word: That be 
might preſents it to himſelf a glorious Church, 
nor having Spot or Wrinkle, or any ſuch 
Thing; but that it ſhould be Holy, and with: 
er mn © 8 8 4 5 
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Gen. xiv. in theſe Words: And Melchiſedec 
King of Salem bringing forth Bread and 
Wine (for he was a Prieſt) blefſed him. And 
from Pſal. cx. and from Heb. vii. where it is 

faid, Thou art a' Prieſt: for' ever after the 
Oraer of Melchifedec. From which Words [| 7 
dur Adverfaries argue thus. © 
__ "Farſt, Tazy ſay that Jusvs CHRIS IT 
is a Prieft, (not after the Order of Aaron, lo 
but) after thre Order of Melcbiſadec: The pre 
Difference between Aaron and Melobiſedec ſuc 
confiſtng in this, vis. That Aaron, and the 
other Tevitical Prieſts offer d bloody Sa- 
crifices, killing and ſhedding the Blood effhe 
Beaſts, which they ſacrificed to GON, as afof t 
Sign and Figure of JES VS CHRIST on thehe \ 
. | Crofs. But Melobiſedec offer d an unbloody Sa- f 
ctiſice: For when he went to meet: Arabam pra: 
returning from the Slaughter of the K inge, fu 
be offer d to GOD: Bread and Wine. And wh 
ſſnee this Bread and Wine offered to GOD by brot 
NMielchiſedec were Signs and Types of Chriſt's |Obl 
Body and Blood; Jzevs CRR TAT was oblig- Ihe 
ed to offer an unbloody Sacrifice, dis. his Nef 
Body and Blood, under the Species of Breadſthe 
and Wine; which he did at the Inſtitutionſbeou 
and Celebration of the Sacrament of the Eu · 
chariſt, that ſo the Reality of the Thing ty-Jſhad: 
ified, might anſwer thoſe Shadows andſtrar; 
ypc. „ 
| Secondly + 
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Seconaly, Tu although Malchiſedec had 
brought all this Bread and Wine for the Re- 
m freſhment of Abraham and his Army that 
xc return d from che Slaughter of the Kings; 
yet he firſt offer d it to GOD, and then os 
ir to them, that-ſo:they might partake of the 
is | Sacrifice of Bread and Wine: And the Rea- 
be fon for this is, becauſe the Scripture - ith, 
ds Lat Abraham returned from the Batele 
 £207:h great Spoilr; amongſt which there was 
x | Meat and Drink enough for the Refreſhment 
u, of himſelf and his People: Alſo it faith ex- 
he profly, That Abraham's People had taken 
tuch Refreſhment as was neceflary, before 
he Male bi ſedar met them, and conſ uently they 

a- had no need of the Bread and Wine whic 
efhe brought; except it had been to partake 
s a lof the Sacrifice of the Bread and Wine which 
he 3 e I _ * ay 7 20 . 
ef rn, T nnn ſay that this is Qrongly 
ai proved by the following Words, Lr e 5 
gi, | 297. e Prod of tho moſt High GOD, 
nd |which - ſhews: the [Reaſon' why Melobiſedeo 40 
byſbrought Bread and Wine; is. to make an 
t's|Oblation or Offering af it to GOD. For if 
ig-· he had brought this. Bread and Wine for thei 
ais Refteſhment uf {Arabian and his People y 
ron|Þrought this Broad and Wine, becauſe that 
zu · ¶HHabam and his. Army being faint and tired. 
ty, e On the con - 
nditrary, it Iaich, thut he brought Bread and 
"=: ine, for he was a Prioſt. F 
es a I 


ad 
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| Fourthly, 'Trzy ſay, that J=svs 3 27 
4 Priaſt for ever _ the Order f Melchi- 
ſedec. And fince there can be no Prieſt with- 
out a Sacrifice; there can be no eternal Prieſt, 
without an teil or perpetual Sacrifice. 
But the Sacrifice of the Groſs was offered but 
once, and cannot be reiterated: For IAU 
nns 1 dietbh no more. Rom. vi. There- 
fore there muſt be another perpetual Sacti- 
je in the Church, which JIEsus CnRIST of- 
fereth by the Hands of Priefts.': Which can 
be ory the elſe 'but-the Sacrifice of the Maſs, 
vis. the Sacrifice of Chriſt's Body and Blood, 
under the Species of Bread and Wine; typi- 
_ fied by the Sacriſice of the Bread and Wins 


| of Melbiſate: f 20 Pi Kog + f*7; 2 5 j 1 . 65 
Cats n FR: 

21. 'To his I anſwer, Fir That the Zh 
zrem Word doth not: figni bringing, but 


brought, drew out, cauſed to be broug t, Se. 
But our Adverſaries falſify the Text thus, to 
make way for another Falſification 3 Di. to 

put theſe Words in a Parentheſis, (for he 
mas 4 Prieſt,) inſtead of puttin without a 

Parcntbefis, —| and be'was 4 e eſt e So that 
* e may ſay in theſe few Wards they have 

— a6 Falſifications; Firſt, when they 
tranſlate it referent] that is, Bringing in- 
ſtead of tranſlating ĩtſ protulit Ithat is, ug Hi 
or dret out : Secondly, when they tranſlate it 


erat enim ſacerdos,] 


eder — inſtead of tranſlating it, and he 245] 4 


* 2 \% . L 
4 * a 
Fl 


a rieſt 


that is, or he Was a 


* ; . 


hut 
Bc. 
to 
; to 
be 


t. a 


hat the followin . Words, Luis. and Neſſed im, I 
ave do clearly ſhew it. For — | 
wad 1 of the Apoſtle, Heb. vii. where he 
ki] faith exp! hat Melchiſcde, 

te it] Ham, and bleſſed him. And a little after, he 
as 4 
wal 
rieſt 


a him; ] they have made but one, with a 


rougbt, drew. out, cauſed to be brought, 


I fication, of Words, but upon very great Neceſ- 
aty, which appears not in this Text. And 
although this Hebrew Word: ſhould figni- 
Ify [ brought to. offer, ] and that it ſhould be 
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1 Prieſt. Thirdly, when they tranſlate it [he- 
nedivit ei, ] that is, bleſſed bim: Inſtead of 
tranſlating it, [ G benedixit ei, ] that is, and 
he bleſſed him. And ſo of three different Pro- 
poſitions, [935. Melchiſedec alſo brought Bread 
and Wine, and be was a Prieſt, . and he bleſ- 


Parentheſis, thus: Melchiſedec br#nging Bread 
ns Wine, ( for he was a Prieſt, ) bleed 
22. Secondiy, I Anſwer, That the Hebrew 
Word, uſed by Moſes, fignifies commonly 


cauſed to be drawn out, cauſed to come, &c. 
But we muſt not ſtray from the proper Signi- 


taken for offered ; yet our Adverſaries would 
ain nothing by it. For it is not ſaid in the 
Text that he brought Bread and Wine to of- 
fer unto G0 D; but we muſt, rather expound 
it thus, vid. T hat he brought Bread and 
Vine to preſent 10 Abraham. And indeed 


{ham} relates to Abraham, according. to the 
exprefly,. Thai Melchiſedec met Aura- 


ſaith, That Melchiſedec bleed him that had 
the Promiſes; aud that 1 Leſs ir bleſſed 
855 85 10 85 8 1 


3 


; þ +24. *%S 
AF * „ 
, 5 N 


: "The uteral er diets) | 
thee Greater, But if theſe Words [he brought || eti 
Bread and Mine] muſt be expounded thus; 
þ De offered Bread and Wine to GOD: Then 
it muſt neceffarily follow that Melehiſedec bleſ⸗ 
ſed G0, and not 4brabam. For in theſe 
Words, ¶ he offered Hreuu and Wine to COD, 
and bleed him; | the Proficuts [Bin] can te- 
| te to none bur G0. Ailoi; 
23. Truly, L. Ae That Wekchiſhdeo 
Gs Bread a ind Wine to Abraham, to re- 
freſh him and bie Pevple ;' aud not to offer 
unto GOD. "Pellarmivs ink Book 1. Of the 4b 
Haſs, chap. C. confeert that gels ee, . 
brought B ad and Wine to Brabam to re- is. 
freſh him and his People, who' returned faintſ th 
and tired from the Slaughter of che Kings 3 tl 
Which is true, But he a e Thos Cunts Jed: 
had offered it to GOD before: which is falſe,| dra 
-and cannot be proyed: Jerome, in his Epiſtleſ ta 
to Evagrins, writes, bat the Jer under. in 
| Koo it, that Melebifedec metztiug Abrabam| it 
after his Victory, brought Bread and Wine Re 
to refreſh hint and his People; Mp (wiity] the 
Trig this Hiſtory) faith, That Meichiſeuer pre- 
ſented Bread and Wine tv Abraham, 978 | 
_ freſh him and his Army: Bamaſcene (Boo 
4. Of the \Prrbodow Faith,) faith, That 2M 
| Wie”. treated Abraham ich z ad and 
A 
24. Poarebiy, L Been geben ge 
. metitfonet in the Objections to prove 
that Melchiſedec brought Bread arid Wine to 
br abam, hat he 1 — 83 


| crifico 


Or, Miho-Oaſs Doan and Buried. T23: 
£ || ctificg which. he hed offered ; are not conſi- 
3 | derable: 2:6. Becauſe Abraham returned from 


Meat ud Drink enough for him, and his 
People:; and that they had taken their Re- 
| paſt, before Mrichiſedec met them, Go. The 
C- Readons, Lay, are inconſiderable. Becauſe 


is not ſa ick how long it was fince, and that 


re- is: 
intl they 
s to cchey had ng need of more; e Melchi- 
167 ſedec not „Knowing that Wa 1g eaten and * 
ſe, Ie that 1 i W 8 7. are wont 
Hef to dai, prayide ar nen needful . 
e tvs the ee 
an 12:59 "rk wer,” att e rinci 
ine Reaſan which our: Adverſaries cho. pe rove - 
ric] that Malo hiſeden offered unto. GOD. ead 
re and Wine, (vis. becauſe: it is in the Hebrew 
re. Text + for he mat a Prieft,) is a manifeſt 
30 E Falfificarioa For it is in thęe Hebrew Text, 
eh ana be ma Pritſt. Alſo the old Larin 
nd] Interpreter, and the Septuagint, tranſlate i 
Ie do, vin, atd e was a Þrieft. And 
er-| tis very probable that this Paffage hath been 
oveſcorrupted in St. Jrroms Latin Tranſlation : 
to] Becauſe. in his Hebrew. Queſtions, and in his 
Sa- Bpiltle to Evuagrius: he tranſlates it, — — and 
fico 111 M 2 be 


e Battle with great cl e and ſo there was 


although [Abraham had great Spoils, yet he 
| reftored all tothe King of Soi. And though 

re-| bis People bag} eaten and grauk of ſuch as they 
er found among the. Spoils;z yet it is not ſaid that - 
bel Abraham did eat and drink. And though he 
le 


and, his People had eaten and drank; vet it 


d no need e more Proviſion· And 8 
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he was a Prieſt. St. Cyprian alſo, in his 
Epiſtle to Cæcilius and St. Auſtin, (Book 4. 
Of the Chriſtian Doctrine, ch. 12. and elſe- 
where, ) tranflate it, — and he was a Prioſt. 
So that though the Hebrew Particle uſed by 
Moſes do ſometimes fignify [for]; yet ſince that 
both its proper and common Signification is 
Land]; and that there is nothing that oblig- 
eth us to tranſlate it Vor: ] It is evident that 
the Argument of our Adverſaries is of no 
Force at all. Therefore it 1s more pertinent, 
to refer theſe Words, [and he was a Prieſt, ] 
to what follows, 97s. and he blefed' him, 
than to what goes before; ig. Brougbt Bread 
and Wine. For as Melebiſedec ( being a li- 

beral King) brought Bread and Wine to A. 


(as he was a Prieſt) much more excellent. 
than Abraham, he bleſſed him. And though 
it ſhould be tranſlated [ for he wa a Prieſt} 
t it would not follow that Melobiſedec did 
acrifice Bread and Wine to GOD. For it 
might be ſaid that Mofes would ſhew the Rea- 
ſon of the Good-will of -Melchiſedce toward: 
Abraham: vis. it was very fit that he who 
was a Prieſt of the moſt high GOD, ſhould. 
teſtify his Kindnefs to ſo eminent a Servant 
| of GON, as was Abrabam; by preſenting: 
Bread and Wine to him, whereof he thought 

| there Was need. » 7 £4535 3 eld seng Ni 311 
26. Sixthly, I Anſwer, That from what is 


is a Prieſt for ever 


SUS CHRAST 5 8 
ä . t 4 will 


+ 


braham, to refreſh him and his People 80 


ſaid Pſalm ex. and Heb. xi. ( viz. that JE. 
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$ will not follow that he muſt offer himſelf every 
„Day in the Maſs, under the Species of Bread 
= and Wine, by the Miniſtry of Prieſts. For 
. || the Apoſtle (writing to the Hebrews) placeth 
y || the Perpetuity of the Prieſthood partly in. 
t || this; 22S. that there is no need he ſhould be 
is offer d any more, ſince by one Oblation he 
z- | hath conſecrated for ever them that are ſancti- 
it || fied : And partly in this, 22s. that being ex- 
oO f|alted far above the Heavens, he intercedes 
t, || continually for us. For the Prieſthood: confiſts 
Jin certain Functions, and in the Vertue and 
Efficacy of them. And fince there are two 
Parts of Chriſt's Prieſthood, whereof one re- 
1= | lates to the Oblation of himſelf which he of- 
4- | fer'd on the Croſs ; and, the other to his In- 
30 | terceſſion : It is certain that the Vertue and 
nt- | Efficacy of the Oblation is Eternal, and that 
zh | the Interceſſion will continue to the End of 
J | the World | „„ 
id | 29. Seventhly, I Anſwer, That in all. the 
it. | Holy Scripture, where the Prieſthood of Mel. 
a- | chzſedec is ſpoken of, Three things only are 
rd | mention'd of him, %. that he was a Prieft 5 
ao | that he was a Prieſt for ever; and that he 
1d | was ſo with an Oath, according to the Ap- 
nt- | plication that was made af it to = sus CHRIS T. 
18: |in Pſalm cx. and Heb. vii. in theſe Words: 
he The LORD hath fworn, and will not repent 3. . 
* [rhou art a Prieſt for euer after the Order 
is | of Melchiſedec. But there is nothing at all. 
E- ö en of the Sacrifice of Melcþſedec, nor is 
it it ſaid wherein it did conſiſt. For as it was 
8 NM 3 1 fs, 
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fit that all the Offices Which we find were 
born by the greateſt Kings, Prieſts, and Pro- 
phets, under the Old Teſtament, ſhould be 
collected in the Perſon of the Meſſiab; which 
was done by propofing them as Types and 
Figures of Ixsvs CHRIS H, and that the moſt 
illuſtrious Type was Melchiſedec : So it was 
more expedient not to ſpeak of the Nature 
of the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec, becauſe it was 
not expedient then to ſpeak of the Nature of 
the Sacrifice of the Meſſiah. And therefore, 


although we know not the Nature and Qua- 


lity of the Sacrifice of Afelcbiſedec, yet we 
know that he was a Prieſt: Even as we know 


that he was a King, though we know not in 
what manner he executed his Kingly Office. 


28. Laſtly, I Anſwer, That it is falſe, that 
the Difference between the Prieſthood of Ael- 
cbiſedec, and that of Aaron, did conſiſt in this; 


that Aaron offered the bloody Sacrifices of 
Beaſts, and Melc hiſedec offered an unbloody 
Sacrifice of Bread and Wine. It is alſo falfe, 

that the Likeneſs of the Prieſthood of Mel- 
cChiſedec, to that of JIEsuS CHRIS r, doth con- 


fiſt in this, 978. That as Melchiſedec did ſa- 


crifice Bread and Wine, ſo Chriſt did facri - 
fice his Body and Blood, under the Species 
Theſe are human In- 
ventions, and are founded neither on Scripture 


of Bread an 


Wine. 


nor Reaſon. For, on the contrary, the Apoſtle 


| (writing to the Hebrenvs, ) placeth the Dif- 
| ference between the Prieſthood of Melchi- 
F I» | W 3 l i; { J l ſedlec, > 


© 
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ſedec, and that of Aaron, and its: Likeneſs 
to that of Chriſt; in quite another Thing. 

| Firſt, Hz is called Melchiſedec, which be- 

ing interpreted (as the Apoſtle faith; Heb; : 

vii.) is King of | Reghteonſneſs': And then 

King of Salem, which is King of: Peace. : 

And herein he very well repreſents our Lerd 

> | J=svs CHRIST, whois truly King of } 

; | Righteouſneſs ; not only becauſe he is righs / 

F | teous, and was always without Sin : But al- 

; | fo becauſe, by his Satisfaction, he bath pur- 

- | chasd ' Righteouſneſs for us, being made 

> | unto us, of GOD, Righteouſneſs. * He is 

x | alfo truly King of Peace, in that he.hath | 

1 - | reconciled Men untòo GOD, made their 

Peace with the Angels, and hath parti- 

t || cularly recommended Peace to them, As 

for Aaron and other High- Prieſts, they were 

no Kings; much leſs are the Prieſts of the 

f | Romzſh Church fo, and conſequently cannot 

y | be after the Order of Male hiſedec. And they 

> 


that have written the Lives of the: Popes, 
have ſufficiently declared what Rightecuſ- 
- | neſs and Peace they: have procured” for the 
- | true and faithful Servants of Jasvs CHRIST - 
As I ſhall ſhew at large elſewheree .. 
s | (Secondly, THE Apoſtle Heb. vii.) repre- J. 
ſents Melo bi ſcdec to us as a Man come from 1 
e | Heaven, without Father, without Mother, 
e | without Deſcent ; having neither Beginning 
- | of: Days, nor End of Lite, Not that he was 
- | | really ſuch a one, but | becauſe Mair bath» 
* wholly conegaled from us his Father, _> 2 
' 1 ther, 


ALE 
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ther, Birth, Deſcent, and Death; that he t! 
might be the Type of Chriſt, who was V 
without Father, as he is Man ; without Mo- Ir 
ther, as GOD; without Deſcent, both as ſe 
GOD and Man: Having neither Begin- || h 
ning of Days, as GOD; nor End of Life, I 2. 
as GO, or as Man. But the Fathers, De-. Ire 
ſcent, Birth, Death of Aaron, and other | W 
High-Prieſts, are exactly deſcribed by Mo- 4 
Jes. And there were never any Popes, || in 
Biſhops, or Prieſts, whoſe Parents, Birth, Im 
and Death were not known: And conſe- || th 
quently they cannot be after the Order of || dc 
Melchiſedec. a ny 30 | . | 72 

Thirdly,” TA Apoſtle adds, That Met- | fe 
chiſedec being made lile unto the Son of | F: 
GOD,” abideth a Prieſt for ever. Be- | th 
cauſe Moſes makes no mention of his Death, 
nor of any one that ſucceeded. him in the 
Prieftly Office; that ſo he might be the th 
Type of JESUS Cnr 187; who never left he 
his Prieftly Office, but will exerciſe it un- | of 
til the End of the World; always inter- or 
ceding for thoſe that are his, by preſenting | S® 
his Sacrifice to G O-D the Father conti- th. 
nually, As for Aaron and other Prieſts, 
they are dead, and have had Succeſſors; A 
and conſequently, are not after the Order fer 
— ] ᷣ W ĩ ᷣ 
 Fourthly, Tun Apoſtle ſaith likewife, he 
That Melchiſedec took Tithes of Abrahams; . der 
and adds, that Melchiſedee blefſed him 
. that had the Promiſes, d. Abraham : An crii 
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that the 'Leſs is Bleſſed of the Greater. 
Whence it appears, that Melchiſedec hav-  - 


ing taken Tithes of Abraham, and bleſ- 
ſed him, and Levi, and all the Prieſts in 
his Perſon 3 was more excellent than 4- 
vzrabam, Levi, and all the Priefts: In which 
refpe& he was a Type of JES VS CHRIST 
who was infinitely more excellent than A. 
braham and his Succeſſors. Becauſe he 
in! whom all the Promiſes were fulfilled, 
mult needs be incomparably more: excellent 
than he that received them only. But I 
do not believe that the Priefts of the Ro- 
miſb Church are ſo bold as to prefer them- 
ſelves before Abraham the Father of the 
Faithful, in whoſe Seed all the Nations of 
the Earth are bleſſed: And conſequently 
are not after the Order of Melchiſedpe. 
Fifthly, Taz Apoſtle never ſpake of 
the Sacrifice of Melahiſedec: So far was 
he from comparing it with the Sacrifice 
of Jzsvus CHRIS, as being like it; 
or with that of Aaron, as being unlike it. 
So: that all our Adverſaries ſay of it, is no- 


thing elſe but mere human Invention. 


29. I conclude my Anſwer with this 
Azxcumtnt. JES us Cnrisr hath of- 
fered no Sacrifice, but after the Order 


. | whereof he was eſtabliſhned a Prieſt. But 


he was eftabliſhed''a Prieſt after the Or- 


der of Melchiſedec only, as the Apoſtle ob- 


ſerres. Therefore he hath offered no Sa- 


Icrifice, but after the Order of Melchiſedec. 


But 


230 The the Paſrs .- 0 
But Caceording tothe Ramiſb Doctors, hats 
is mo other Gacriſice after the Order of Ael. 
chiſedec'but, that of the Ma. 
PuzazZoRE (according to the Romiſh 
Doctors, )J=svs CHRIS hath offered v 
Sacrifice. but that of the Maſs. \. 
Ax fince (according to chem, I che $8: 
eriſies of the Maſs is an unbloody Sacti- 
fice ; it fallous, that JESUS CRA 1 
bath offered no :other gacrificè but an un- 
bloody Sacrifice, and conſequently he bath: 
not offered a bloody Sacrifice: on the Crols 3 
which: 'is--Blaſphiemy. © : ay 89 1300 een 
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